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Could - not without inja 
- ſtice ; have © Dedicated**rhig* 
\ Book to. any but - your Lord? 
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+ Fe © »iffte 
tip, becauſe, . as there is no 
pcrfon'to whom I am ſo much 
obliged, fo there 1s no-mem- 
epcr”of' ether” Houſe ' of -Parli- 
zament. that hath. ſo freely and | 
rencroutly” owned the Prote- *© 


, ” 
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tant intereſt. : As for my ob- '} 


3, 
Higarions eo your Lordlhyp, be- * | | 
keabſe they-afe too: great'to be | 
zexpreſt, it 1s my duty to take 
alt occaſions: of expreſſing my _ 

ulneſs for them , and 
*therefore I take this occaſion 
to prochim \my 'thankfulnefs - | 
xo the World. As for your 
Lordſhips late owning the Pro- 
tteſtanc intereſt in the Houſe of 
Peers, 1t. was. .ſo- eminent, and 
accompanicd with ſuch zeal and 
courape, - that (next ander God, >, 
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' your-Lordfhuf 
may... deſeryedly | be tiled; the 
chict- aflexrer and; promoter-1off 
x, and conſequently the aſlers 
i ter. and promoter of the. ins; 
- tereſt of England. For theiins 
} tereſt of the Proteſtant Reli# 
gion, and the interelt "of this! 
Kingdom, are ſo interwoven? 
that the welfare or ruine off 
" either, 181: the: welfate or-'rune} 
of both... Now being obliz 
ged by your Lordſhip, both 
as an Engliſh Proteſtant, ' and 
alſo more particularly 1n nay 
private capacity, I beſcechy 
God to grant that 'your his 
may be long and proſperous? 
your memory and: poſterity 
honourable, as long as in 
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PREFACE. 


He Author of this Piece was one” 
Monſieur '&& 'Roton', Philoſophy? 
Pr lor inthe Royal College at Nye? 
mes, a City of Langyertoc: 1n''France, © 
where it was written. ' But as f6on'as% 
it was Printed; it was: ſuppreſt by the” 
command of Authority'; prokibitings 
all perſons to keep any of' then} pows 
1 know notwhat ſevere penalties ;'tar 47 
ſuch Copies as could - be found; wet! 
publicity *burnt- by! the 'Hahgman!#$ 
bout 1660, Wheteupdrt the poor Gents 
tleman, for fear of being condemned? 
to keep company with his Books; was* 
force'to fly- to Geneva, where he not? 
+. long "after died. Theſe ſeverities-« 
car Adverſaries bring to my remem-! 
brance what a learned'and 5 = 
Frenchman once told me;- viz. i 
ſmall Tract hath more netled their P: Fe 
"O01 | A 5 s: 
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chun any one > Vlpcs that ever was 
4 rant in France fince the Reformation 
f Relig there. Whether; that be 
miſtake; Iknow not*; butthis Itare * 
IFN, That though many famous men 
chat Kingdom have; in the memo- 
of this ' Age, written very ſmartly 
z2inſt the Romi/h Herelies,. vet there 
K ot one.of them whoſe Perſon and 
Writings have had fuch hard meaſure. 
vi ence 1t--appears y that our Author 
Aged Enemies being Judges) hath. 
whit he undertook , viz., 
» hath deſtroyed, that- great Diana 
: & Maſe »:and. hath alſo, by way of 
prevention.,; deftroyed all 'the Argu- |, 
Ir ents: "made. uſe, of _- the Romiſh Do- | 
x Qors for the reſtoring and re-eſtabliſh | 
ing.,of her: which he hath ſo well 
performed, that to this. very day, not 
_ of .them hath- dared ſo, much as 
tempt to revive her, by anſwering 
is. Book ; 'ſo.that here: you may ſee 


"tk "E her-Grave, without hope 4 
QL - I\LEIL reXion c and therefore the ? 


Book maj very fly be time: 


vertible Terms; 46 that-if the forme 


pery too. As for: the monſtrous _ 


. of, more groſs and- ahominable. Super 
F than ever have been believed or prey 
_ {edby-the moſt'ignorant Pagavs, ' Wha 

- the Tenets of the Romanilts: are, 


rence to Proteſtant Magiſtrates: 
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Funeral of: the -Maſs:; and conſec Yd. 
ly, The Funeral of Romz/b Herefies* 
[dolatries ;. as the, Author. well: obs 
ſerves./ - For the truth is, the Maſs: 
the Romiſb  Religon are aimoſt.com- 


4. 


be deſtroyed , the latter muſt -vaniff 
into its firſt Nothing : and therefore) 
our Author baving deſtroyed the Mafs,; 
hath deſtroyed ' the. thing called Paz 


ſurdities and Blaſphemies which »flow! 
from this one Romi/h Dottrine- of the? 
Sacrifice of the Maſs, they: would- fF 
whole , Volumes ;'|but I ſhall iconret £, 
my felt. to; ſay; That the Mafs conkilts 


ſtitions, Phanaticifms, -and Idolatries," 


what thiir Practices have been ine: 
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ſuf ly taught: the World. '! T ſhall. 
onay add, That they are as pernicious 
ito-our: Bodies and Eſtates, as their He- 
eretical-DoGrines, and Idolatrous Ser- 
vices are to .our Souls. And conſe- 
-quently, to introduce Popery-irito this 
FKingdom; would be an att as unpoli- 
tick as Antichriſtian;' as hath been de- 
Emonſtrated in that incomparable Piece 
entituled, The Eſtabliſhed Religion, in op- 
poſition to _Popery. \ But 'bectuſe (1 
Eknow/not by what ſtrange infavaatien | 
Por: enchantment;' or © rather: by | what 
Ewonderful [Judgment of God ) this 
monſtrous , abſurd , and deſtruftive 
(hall I call it?) Religion prevails 4- 
Emongſt us, I thought good:'to Engliſh 
Fand' Print this ſmall Treatiſe,” as: the ' 
beſt Antidote againſt Popery (' the 
C Holy Scripture excepted”) - that ever 
Tread ; and for ought I know, it is not 
Anferror: to the belt of this kind that 
ever was yet extant: to. whith' opini- 
Zon:the harſh uſage it hath had from.our 
+ Adverſaries, as atorefaid, doth "Rn 
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'Tbiemo( fall teftanoiy.But I kndw: 
that the Holy Scripture it ſelf cannc 
C- Yofit, except God- be pleaſed to give 

Fs Bleſſing, much leſs can this Books 
2- |. and'therefore I earneſtly beleectt-him,; 
's - | - That he would make it proſperous ands 
- '4 faccefsfil,'for the good of Souls; .and 


- | if any thall receive benefit by it,.I de- 
: ſire them to'give himall theglory; and 
- then Iſhall think: my ſelf infeattely re-: 
| compenſed for-my« pains n+ tranflating 
| it. VGE3S8 ant” $5 2 
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3:2 Chap: T. 
ECD the Expoſition of theſe words, 
Thiszs my Body. Page, Iz 
Chap. II 


Cc oncerning the Ex of tzon of theſe wth, He 
E that eateth my "fie zh, and drinketh my 
- blood hath eternal life. My fleſh is mer 
j ; indeed, Fc. . 10. 


' .Chap.. Ill. | 
Again Tranſubſtantiation. | 94 
- Chap, 1V. 
| " Arkin the real preſence of Chrifts Body in 
- the Hoſt or conſecrated Wafer. © _* 32, 
Chap. V. 
$.  Aprainſt the adoration or worſhiping of the 
Hof. 58. 
_...-.-.... Gap... | 
C Arainft the be. away of the Cup. $2. 
Chap. VI. 
F. Againſt the Maſs. ng. 
SB. Chap. VIIL. 
. Containing anſwers to the objechions of the - 


- Romiſh Dottors. I 17» 


THE 


Vo OI t ox * 
{ THEOLOGICAL. SEMINARY; 
REDS 


—_— 2 —— 


4, 
Iz 
| F U N E R A EL 
4 OF THE - 
M A 5 S, 4 
= $ 
| L —_ 
CHAP. 1 El 
i 
Concerning the; Expolition $4 "the o_ 
words, This is my Bodye "1, 561 MY 
He Romaviſts are. wont to; tel 
us', that theſe words: of - Je- 


fus- Chriſt ,- This | is/ my 
are {0 clear t9 Provye. ) the z 
al. Prefenre of +Chriſts Bodys} 
3 in the Hoſt ,, and conſequently to pra c 
© Tranſubſtantiation (or the ſubſtantial 
verſion of {ne Bread into Chriſts P69) 


: 


2- .. The Fuyeral of the Maſt, © 
T2ey, are amazed ye cantiot perceive fo mani- 
jelta truth. Againſt which 1 form this Argu- 
ment: He that ſpeaks contrary to the uſage of 
all theWorld,and takes words otherwiſe than 
all other men do, muſt without doubt, ſpeak 
yery obſcurely : But if Jeſus. Chriſt. þy theſe 
x ofds, This ts niy Body, had meanti'the real 
reſence'of his Body 1 the Hoſt (as the Ro: 
wh Doctors aſſert) and conſequently had 
meant the ſubſtatial converſion of the Bread 
Into his Body, hghad ſpoken contrary to tne 
common uſage gþol the:World;and ts ta- 
ken the words otherwiſe than All other men 
do,which I this prove. There was never an 
Qurhor either ſacred, or prophade,that mad? 
ſe of ſuch words as theſe, This is my Bedy, to 
ignifie the ſubſtantial coaverſion of one 
hiog-into another ; or. to ,ſignifie tie real. 
prefence of a thing immediately after the pro- 
ouncing of them, and not before. On the 
bntrary, there was never any man that did 
lot vie them to: ſignifie, that -the thing was: 
alre ady that which it was ſaid to bc. * For 
ample; + When God the Father, ſpeaking 
pf Jelus: Chriſt; ſaid, This is mybeloved Son, 
tis certain that Jeſus Chriſt was the Son of 
pd before 'God ſaid it : *and- in common 
uſage it is never ſaid this is that, except the 
thing be ſo before it is ſaidto be: fo. For ex- 
. 2mple ; 
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" 'Or the "Mf, s Yeu and. Muried. 


nple*. We dds offay't f his +. Is Table, befor. 
thar,* which we' an | by. the word rb;s,. be a 
Table, Therefote it is contrary to the come. 
mon ſtile of alt Allthors,as well ſacred as Proe. | 
phane,andC6ntrary to the. common uſage of 
all men,to make theſe words of Jeſus res 
This'is my Body, toi gnifie, the ſibKantial [ 
verſjon of the Bread inty Chriſts ody, 
the real preſencecf his Body'in, the Flee 
nictataly aftex'the prbriduncing,of then 
4 thePrieſt, and not before. Seeing then tha 
Jefvs Chriſt, when he ſaid, This is my; , Body, Gi 
not ſpeak conttary to the common.ulage,, 
all the Worltd,. and did not"take' the words. 
otherwiſe than all othet men @o,it necelſacil 
follows that theſe words of Jefus Chriſt 
i3'my Body, donot ſignific the ſubſtantia coli: 
verton of 'the BreaU'into Chriſts Body, .1 
the real preſence of Chriſts Body in the Hoſt 
immediately after the. Prieſt hath pronoute. 
ced them,and not before; And this being ſo, 
the Rewiſh Dotfors' myſt ſeek. ſome of & 
paſſages/of Scripture,” than this, This 17 my : 
Boay, to'prove juch'a tonverſion, andfuch'a * 
preſence ; ' and ſecing they can, find none, 
conchute thatſucii” "converſion, and ch. A 
prefetice, have'no Fvtndvcidd it volyScrI, 
cure. 
be '2, That which 1 havE  fald® concerning ; 
com- 


& common uſage is founded on, this reaſon 


| viz, becauſe things mult be. before there can; 
+ be any Image, Picture, or Repreſentation of 
"them, and conſequently Inages, are after. 
"the things, whereof they are Images : But | 
words are the Images of conceptions, and 
conceptions the Images of things : There-- 
-forethings are fuck before we can really cqn- 
| ceivethemto be ſuch, and we conceive them 
| tobeſuch, before we can ſay they are ſuch, 
| Therefore that which Jeſus Chriſt held, -and. 
gave to his Diſciples, expreſſed by the word 
this, was his bod, , before he conceived that 
It wag his. body... and he conceived that at 
* Was his body, betfors he ſaid This is my Body ;, 
and cor Pye it is not by vertue of the 
words, This is my Body, | that that which Je. 
ſas Chriſt gave to his Diſciples, expreſled by 
the word this, was his Body-; but rather it is 
by bleſſing the , bread, or thankſgiving, .that 
the bread was made the Body of Chrilt, be- 
Eaule | it was. made _the Sacrament of .it- 
"-Whence it follows that theſe words, this. 5s 
my body, maſt be expounded thus, this bread 
is my body ;-.and theſe words, this bread #s 
+ my boay,; mult be expounged thus, this bread 
"ns the Sacrament of my bogy , which I prove 
| thus : '1 
- 3. & Propoſition. muſt he expounded. ac- 
A cording 


| 
| 


fon 


can.Þn; for example, lf-aman, poiotingat ther” 
n of KingsPesſon, ſhould ſay, hisis the King, they” 
fter. 


But 
and 


res! 


Qn- 
em 


the Kings Perſon, becauſe the Kings Perfony& 
Shop, and pointing at the Kings Pictures 


1 venit to his Diſciples with theſe words, Takes 


F THz 


- o = d A * 2 
Hafs dead and purged.” © 38 
: . , "4 on”. 


ture of the thing inquelt** 


ording.to the na 


Propoſition muſt be expounded thus,; thigis*” 


meant: But if aman coming into a Paintess: 


ſhould ſay, this 5s the King, the Propofition 
muſt _ be expounded. thus.,, th3s 55 the: Kings 
Piftare; becauſe, here; his Picture is -meants 
Even ſoif Jeſus Chriſt laying his hand'on his: 
Breaſt, had ſaid. this. is. my. Body, we mul 
without doubt have underſtood the Propoks 
tion concerning; bis zeal Body, and-not:dafnst 
cerging the Sign, or Sacrament of it;, becauſe: 
his yery Body had been, then meant, and hob - 
the Sign or Sacrament of it: But Jeſus Chrilky' 
being-about to inſtitute the Euchariſt, and-£64 
that end having taken'bread,blefled itzand gis 


eat, this 15 my Body, it is evident that they mulh | 
be underftood of the Sacrament of his. Bodyyt } 
and the Propoſition muſt be expounded thusg: - 
this is the Sacrament of my. Body, becaulehener 4 
the Sacrament of his Body is meant- And ſeen 
inga Sacrament isa'viſible 6gn'of an-inyifiblei 
grace,asthe Council of;Zrenr faith;jm'its ſixels( | 
Seſſion, it is evident:thas this Propoſition,thins 
is my Body, being expounded by this, cs 56bes 

rh Seda 
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| Sacrament of my Body,may be expounded thus, 
_ 18the ſigh of my Body, 'which I confirm 
| thus + ©: 
i 4 Intheſe two Propoſitions, This is my bo- 
| dy,” This cup is the New Teſtament in my blood, 
{ the word [zs]muſt be taken in the fame ſenſe, 
becauſe they are alike, having been pronoun- 
| Ced upon the ſame nntter, viz. the one upon 
one part of theSacrament,and the other upon, 
| tlie other part of it;and becauſe'of like things 
| wemult givea like judgment. But in this 
| Propoſition, this cup 3s the New Teſtament, the 
| word [5] is not taken for a real and tran- 
| fubſtanciated being ; but for a Sacramental 
{ and-ſignificative- being : becauſe neither the 
| Cup,/nor that which is in the cup, is changed 
| into a Leſtament ;-neither is 1t- really and 
| properly -a Teſtament, but the Sacrament 
ofthe New Teſtament. Therefore in this 
Propoitition likewiſe, this 7s my body; the 
| word [55] is nottaken' for a real and tratt- 
| {ubſtabtiated being; but for a Sacramental 
- and ſignificative being : and conſequently as 
[- this Propoſition, thi scup is the New Teſtament, 
| muſt be- expounded thus ; the Wine that is 
-1nthe cup is the: fign' and Sacrament” of the 
New 'Feſtament : 'So-this Propoſition, thif ir: 
wy. body, malt” be expounded thus, this Bread 
withe- Sign and Sacrament. of  my* Body. 
W Whence 


S—x> 1-6 


Or the Maſs.dead and baried. 7 
Whence it follows that in one fingle;Proper 
fition. of Teſis Chriſt in the. inſtitution6f 
,;. the Sacrament of, the Euchariſt, wi,,this:cap 
0 is the New Teſtament, there are .two-hgures 
| one inthe word Cap, being, taken for that 

? F which is in the cup, this is .a, figure called.a 


5 Metor.ymie, whereby the thing, containing/.18 
a for the thing contained. The other” 


gs | Figure is, that the cpp.is cailed the; New Te-' 
: 1tament: "this alſ@.is 2, ieure called;a;Mete-s 
nymie, whereby the [igniscaued by the name 
of the thing ſigh:hed. And therefore] the Ret 
1 ſh PoCtors are miſtakes when: they; tells 
that all har jet Chriſt, ſaid. when} be; inſt} - 
4' | cvted'the Enchay {t, mu& þe taken Jiterallys: 

q 3h4withobt's fi hee. ut withalwemuſtoat 
p imagine that Jeſs C Iriſt ek obicurely- 
K bechuſe he: fpake fighratively, theſe. gugds. 


and fnanners of fpbech, being commonly ay 
Fanſifarh wed, by all the Wori oiqtai 5 

5. 'Brit when we fay. that theſe jb | 
By body, this 33. my klood, mult he.expoune- 
ed thus, thts Bread is the Sign and ee 


of 'ty Body. this Wine is the 280 40g : 
crament'of my Blgod, we WB go GDEUN, | 
the Bread: and Wine are: 
ſigns of Chriſts Body anc Bl hrs bugs 


believe'that the Bread and, Wine. in, the (it 
(chariſt are B05, that do exhibit the., Dody. 
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8 . The Funeral of the Maſs, 
i and; blood of Chriſt to believers: For when \ 
* they do, bythe mouth of the body receive the 
Bread aad Wine of the Euchariſt, they do at 

i} he ſametime, by the mourh of the ſoul, viz, 
Dy Faith,*receive the Body of. Chriſt bra, 
| Ken, andhis Blood ſhed for the remiſſion of 

| their fins} as will be proved inthe next Cha, 

1 -PLer- b. ia; Y | | 

I} ---6.” Add * hereunto this one Argument 
FWhena-man'ſaith that a thing is ſuch, if it * 
be not fach, during the whole time, which 

| me imploys in ſaying it is ſuch, he makes a 

| falſe Propoſition: For example, Whena man 

| With that Walt is white, jf it. be not white, 

| Guringthe whole time he imploys. in ſaying 


- 6's White, hemakes a falſe Propoſition, But 
"(according to the Rom» Doftors) when Je+ 
8s-Chrift ſaid, this 5s my body, it was not 
- BY any docing Fe whole time which, he 
Cmployed in-ſaying 35 5 my. body ;, for, they” 
- Bay, it was his 10, oak pv tl n There. 
© xare; according tothe Romyſh Doctors, Jeſus 
Ent utfered'a falſe Propoſitions which be, * 
ng blaſphemons.to afficm, we nuſt-lay down 
LEE Tot afonndation, that, that whichJeſus | 
SE Side bit Duſebles when be fad, i, 
php, was tis body, not oaly atrer ke had = 


" 
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Or the HR dead and burted "9 
cof thoſe of the Ro Chutch, t we : 
dlfeve the'truth of mh words Ka 4 | 
Jtirift,” tÞrs 55 my boay, ; bc etter EM | 
do: becauſe Wo Dave thr one time ore | 
viz. after he had ſaid it: but we believettat 
three ſeveral times, vjz. before he ſaid it, 
wheo he was ſaying i it,” and after he had ſaid 

But here ſome may, object that we muſt” 

W take the words of our Lord in too rigO., | 
ropsa ſenſe, and that intheſe words, thinss: 
my body, we mult take the Preſcot. tenſe for-- 
the next Fiityre,; and then the ſenſe will be®] 
this, this will immediately be my body. To'! 
which I anſwer,that the Remiſh-- Cu = W 
Have ns take theſe words, this-15 & 
rhe cigour ofthe literal ſenſe, an by preg the. 
Propoſition is evidepitly falſe. - I know | 
rhe Preſent tenſe may be.taken for the\next 
FUture, as when Jeſus, Ghr phos { £6. RE, 2 
Father, an to you FE atber ,, to my. od; 70d 
' ta your God : {0h $. .Li(hall 7 Spank y. Bu: 

who "On be ig ny and. ignorant; as to 

"Wh this ſpeech is without a; Figures. ſeeix 
all Gramimatians: know-that;it. is-a:; fi 
rh d Engllage Nene EI Es 


Doctors ty fp 
Uoarine this. Þr 
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fly jad Wh i the ATR uſt be a Metorym 
- Sl takes the name of the thin 
ied nl Ely already een Poe an 
thgc oft time. 
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| " Ebncerfiigths Expoſition of theſe words, 


Be that tet my feſh, and d:anketh my ' blao 
oath eternal life.” My fleſh 35 meat indees 
*&e: 
«1 0:y.11 99 1 1. 
[| "= irChipter I hatt'h ptdye thit jel! 
'$ Chriſt fpeaks of a ſpiriryal eating” an 
Sinking by Faith, ant hot of a'corpareal eat 
 thgand drinking by the mouth of the body 
wy feſt Argument is this When! a mot 
14 fatisfit” his hurger, hd 'qtiehch/ hi 
741230 + (0 eateth, / and dribketh ttiat ths 
ch' he hongets'and thitſts afrer;; becay 
0 {atisfieth' hunger”, and. drinking 
- "qilencheth thirſt: Bott is by Fairh, that is, 
| By delieying in Jeſs Chriſt,"that w Tags 
neer2!and' quench che hit 
+ he 4g Te: ©htilt®?f6r/ir 18. in the Ne 
Polite, He" that" Lollefti Fo me hall PEUAY 
ke and he that Vafanyerh | [LE me "bal. -NEVEL 
* $3 | thirſt 
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"Or the Maſs dead and buried. tt" 
20:ymielthirſt: Therefore it is by Faith or by belies" 
ethindVing that we-cat and drink Jeſus Chrilt'y 
d). ang2nd conſequently the _ of Chriſts fleſhy, * 

'* Jand drinking his blood- is ſpiritual ,- and: not 7 
"Jcorporal. 7A 
| 2. My ſecond. Argument is this : Jeſus? 

'J Chriſt ſaith, He that eateth my fleſh, arfil drinls.” 

,"'"þ eth my blood bath eternal life. And except ye. 
ords, | £4t the fleſh of the Son-of man and drink his blood,” 
'**-"'} ye have no life in you, Jokn 6. But It 1s the? 
' blaogd ipiritual eating and drinking by Faith4hat: 
gives life eternal, and rot the corporal eat"? 
ing and-drinking by the mouth of the body; 
becanſe many Reprobates (according DL. 


Telish very doctrine of Rowe it ſelf) do co .” 
"and ly eat the fleſh, and drink the blood of Chrilt 
[eat | 2nd yet ſhall not inherit eternablife. RE 
ody, 4 3: THe third Argument is taken froln's, 
man Auguſtine, and Cardinal Cajetan, who + 
| his 4 Pound the 'words of Jeſus'Chrilt as we do. 
ine” | 'St. Azguſtin in Book 3. of Ciyiſtian Dotkrine, 
20% | ſpeaketh thus, To ear the fleſb of Chriſt is #fÞ. * 
ing gure, teaching us to partake of Chriſts Paſſion, 
is, and to imprint in our memories with delight and.” 
tis. | Profit, that Chriſt was crucified for us. Card, Y 
ich Cajetan in his Commentary on- St. Fol &> * 
th faith, To eat the fleſh of Chriſt, and drink his* 
Yar | Good, is faith in Criſts death ;, fo that the ſe 
3. is this, if you uſe not the death of the Sit of mn. 
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Wiz = 7he Funeral of the Maſs, 
i 4s:2ent andarink, ye ſhall not have the life 0 
if the Spirit i:ryou. And baving ſufficiently pro- 
i ved his Expoſition, he adds: To eat and drink 
I} the” Sacrament is 4 thing common, as well to 
If thoſe that cat unworthily, as to thoſe that eat 
if worthily, but that which' Jeſus Chriſt here 
it ſpeaks of, ir net common to both,. for he ſaith, he 
i that eateth my fleſh,, and drinketh my blood, 
it hath eternal life, he ſacth not be that eateth 
worthily and drinketh worthily, but he that eats 
F th andarinketh. Whence it clearly appears, 
* that according to the Letter, he ſpeaks not 
{ ofeating and drinking the Sacrament of the 
F Euchariſt, but of eating and drioking the 
Seath of Jeſus Chriſt. 
* -*: 4. Now that we may clearly underſtand 
- this doctrine, we muſt conſider, whereinithe 
- life which Jeſus Chriſt gives us, doth conſiſt ; 
- for ſeeing the fleſh of Jeſus Chriſt is. meat:to 
- "us, becauſeit givesus life; it is evident that 
* if we know what life that is which Jeſus 
"Chriſt gives us, we muſt know likewiſe how 
Jeſus Chriſt ismeat to us, and conſt quertly 
how'we eat him. But to know what that 
life is which-Jeſus Chriſt pives us, we mult 
>conlider what that-death is in which we were 
involved; which is expreſſed by St. Paxl, 
[- Epbeſ- 2, in theſe words: When we are dead 
'  3# ſon andtreſpaſſcs God bath quickyed us toge» 
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Or the Maſs dead and Paried. 
ther with Chriſt : by grace ye are ' ſaved, and 
confequently the - death in which we were 
myvolved, conſiſts in two thiogs, firſt inthe 
curſe of the Law, which imports the privati»: 
on of felicity, and the ſuffering of temporal: 
and eternal puniſhment for our Sins. Second- 
ly it conſiſts in an habitual corruption,where- 
by ſin'raigns in ns; and therefore it is ſaid. 
1 Tim. 5. The widow that lives in pleaſmre it 
dead while ſhe liverh. Alſo ſins are called dead” 
works, Heb. 10. So that the life which Jeſus: 
Chriſt hath purchaſed for us, conſiſts in two * 
things. Firſt, In deliverance from the curſe 
of the Law by the pardon of our fins, as$&. 
Paul tells us Colofſ. 2. God hath quickned you - 
together with Chriſt, having forgiven you all. 
treſpaſſes, blotting out the obligation that was 
arainſt us ;, which obligation proceeded : 

from the Law, becauſe it did oblige all P ; 
tranſgreſſors of it to a curſe. Secondly, it? 
conſiſts in py y ,. or fanCctification', © 

whereof Jeſas Chrift ſpeaking in Fol 3s : 
faith, Except 4 manbe born again be cannot ett | 
" ter tnto the Kingdoms of God : and St. Pail, * 
Heb. 12... Without holineſs no man, ſhall ſee the © 
Lord. Therefore ſeeing that the life which” 
Jeſus Chriſt hath- purchaſed for us, conlifts 
in the pardon of our ſins, ard in our reges * 
ne-ation, and ſanCtification, which ends'm« 
| B 
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114 "The Funeral of the Maſs, | 
[glorification , and that Jeſus-Chriſt is called | 
| meat in reference to-this life, we muſt con. | 
|| fider-the means, ; whereby Jeſus Chriſt 'hath 
chaſed theſe things for us; and ſeeing it 
[ 4s. certain, that his death is the means by 
| which he hath purchaſed pardon-of fins, and 
| regeneration, we- mult conclude that Jeſus 
{ Chriſt is the food and nouriſhment of our 
{ fouls"in regard of .the merit of: his death. 
| Bat that Jeſus Chriſt by his. death hath pur- 
chafed life for us, (thatis juſtification, which 
| conſiſts inthe pardon: of our ſins, 'and/ xege- 
neration, which conſiſts in holineſs of hte 
appears by theſe paſſages of Scriptur23/vim> 
{ We tare juſtified bythe blood: of Chriſt, arid t#- * 
| \corciled to God by bis. Death. \ Rom. +5,1 We 
have. redemption by, his blaod. even the renuſſion 
F ef fins. Epheſ. 1. 'He hath tocouciled in the 
I bo” of, bs fer by his death, that he may preſent 


3 ly, without Tos, and blaneleſs inhbts if ioht. 
4 Tall, 1 We are ſanGifitd by the of ering'of the 
'boay: of Jeſus Chriſt once fo all. Heb. 10: Chrift 
boved the Church, and gave himſelf ſor it, that 
be might ſanftifie and clearſe it with the waſh- * 
HE of water by the word, that he. might preſent 
t unto hinſelf. a glorious Church, &c, Eph. 5. 
Ps ſeeing Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed 
e for us by his death, -and that his fleſh and 
Hed are our meat and drink (becauſe they 
PUr- 
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4 Or the Maſs dead and buried, 15. 
purchaſed life eternal for us on the Croſs, ws. 
the remiſſion of our ſias, and ſanCtification; 
h ending 4n- glorification) it follows that the” 
it action whereby Jeſus Chriſt is applied -to us 
y for righteoufneſs and- fanCtification, is the. 
d ſame by which we eat the fleſh of Chriſt, } 
Is and driak his blood. But this action is ho-: 
r thing elſe but: Faith, as- the Scripture tells. 
J. us: ' Being juſtified by. faith we bave peace with 
q God. Rom.'5; God: purtfies our hearts by faiths 
h Act. 15. He that believeth hath - eternal life. 
> John 6. From what hath been ſaid 1 form 
J this Argument. That Action whereby we 
D obtaig remiſſion of ſins,, and ſanCification, 
_ 
(: 


endingan glorification,is the fame, whereby* 
| we havethat lifeqwhichJeſus Chriſt hath pux- : 
Pp; chaſed for us by his death 5 becauſe that life 
ze principally conſiſts in the” remiſſion of ſing, 1 
7; and ſandtification, 'as we have proved. -Byt: 


t. the ſpiritual eating; and drinking by" faith? 
2 and not the corporal by the mouth, 4s that? 
ft ation, - whereby . we . obtain: remiſſion of? 
T: Gns, .and fanctification, aswe have alſo pro- : 


b- yed. Th-refore the ſpiritual * eating ' aid” 
it drinking by faith is the action, whereby We-1 
jo have that life, which Jeſus Chriſt hath pug=- 
d chaſed for us by his deathy:and' not' the ors 
pbral- eating and-drinking | by.:the mouth; ” 
- And-conſequently-ſeting3n2 St." Fob. 6158: 

B 3 certain® 


" 
- 


5 F 


is The Fuxerel of the Maſs, 

rertain cating avd drinking is ſpoken of, 
whereby we have that life which Jeſus 
Chriſt bath purchaſed. for us by his death; 
it is. evident that a: ſpiritual eating and 
nlaking is there ſpoken. of, and not a cor- 


5- From what hath been faid it appears, 
that when Jeſus Chriſt faith, 1y fleſb is aneat 
indeed, &c. the figure falls upon the word 
mea,which is taken net for corporal but. ſpi- 
ritual meat. The reaſon whereof is,that cor- 

-Poral food is that which is appointed for the 
| nouriſhment of the body, as ſpiritual food 
Is that which 1s appointed for the nouriſh- 
-meat of the ſoul; to that although corporal 
food be taken by the mouth of the body, yet 
that only doth not make it to be corporal - 
food,” exceptit be taken for the nouriſhment 
of the'bady ; otherwiſe poiſon, medicine, a 
bullet,c.which a man ſhould ſwallow would 
be corporal food ; which is abſurd to affirm... 
*Butthe fleſh of Chriſt, which is pretended to 
' be eaten inthe Euchariſt by che mouth of the 
Þody,is not appointed for'the nouriſhment of 
the body; becauſe that Food which is appoint- 
ed forthe nouriſhment of the body is chang- 
edinto'the ſubſtance of the body : butthe 
body of Chrift' is not changed into the ſubs 
Nance of our bodies : Therefore the —_ 
| | | - 
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Or the Maſs dead and buried. 17: 
Chriſt is not a corporal food, but his fleſh? 
broken, and his b ſhed on the Croſs, 
is a ſpiritual food which nouriſheth the ſouls. 
of thoſe, who by a true and lively faith;" 
do embracethis fleſh broken, and this blood * 
ſhed; that is, who do-wholly reſt and rely 
| on the merit of his death and paſhon for 
obtaining mercy from God. And certainly; 
ſeeing that the life which Jeſus Chriſt gives. 
us by his death, is ſpiritual, that the nous 
riſhment is ſpiritual , that the eating his: 
Body and drinking his Blood, is ſpiritual: 
(as hath been proved ) it follows that his 
fleſh muſt be ſpiritual meat, and his blood 
ſpiritual drink. And this fleſh of Chriſt is; 
incomparably better, and more truly meat 
indeed in regard of its effets, than cors: 
poral food can be, becauſe it doth better 
and more perfeCtly nouriſh the ſouls of Bee 
lievers than corporal food doth their bodiesx; 
this being corruptible food which gives tell 
poral- life only ; but that ſpiritual and 
corruptible food which gives life eternal. * 

6, 1 conclude this Chapter with this com 
fideration. When-a doftrine is propekedt 
which is pretended to be divine , and thz 
paſſages of holy Scripture are alledged 
the proof of ir, if it oppoſeth, or ſeamste 
oppoſe lenſe and reaſon, and toinclade com 
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PFTadictions; and that.a- more ſutable and 
& rational ſeyſe can be,found out for thoſe 
*pallages, ſo that all cheſe inconveniences and 
*contradictions may be avoided ; there is 
-nothing more juſt than that we ſhould em- 
Ebrace that probable and rational ſenſe, and 
reject thar doctrine which oppoleth ſeale 
and reaſon, and ſeems tov imply contradi- 
*Ctions : Bur the doctrine of tie real preſence 
ofthe Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt, 
and the Tranlubltantiation of the Bread into 
his Body, is repugnant to ſenſe and reaſon, 
and feems to include diverrs contradictions; 
"Cuz. that a humane body is in a point with- 
out any localextenſion, that a body may be 
4n-divers places at one and the ſame time, 
th the Bread and Wine'are changed into 
#he Body and Blood of Chriſt, which 'were 
Gefore; that accidents may be without a 
Eubject, &c.) And the paſlages that are im- 
Epertinently alledged to prove ſuch a pre- 
SEnce, -and ſuch a change, haye a ſenſe very 
*commodious and rational, for the avoiding 
all theſe contradictions, as appears in this 
and the former Chapter, where | haye ve- 
ey rationally expounded thoſe two paſlages 
-which the  Romſh DoCtors impertinently 
make uſe. of for this ſubject. Therefore 
they ought to embrace that commodious and 
Mt r2- 
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rational ſenſe which we have giyen th 
and to reject the doCtrine-of the realh Ee: 
ſence, of the body of Jefus. Chriſt ja tt 
Hoſt, -and the dodtrine of Tranſubſtantia 
tion. +1 
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CHAP. IN. 
Againſt Tranſubſtantiation. 


Ranſubſtantiation is the ſubſtar 
converſion of the Bread and Wig 1E 
..into the Body and Blood of Chriſt, whick 
1 deſtroy by divers Arguments , the.. ur(t; 
whereof is this: | 
In every ſubſtantial conyerſion, that thing 
into which another thing is conyerted, is-als 
ways . newly., produced. _.For example. 
when ſeed is Converted into an animal, & 
" animal is newly produced ; when Jeſus 
Chriſt turned the water into. wine, the wi be 
was newly produced, cc. But the Bod 
Blood of, Chriſt cannot be newly produce d 
inthe Sacrament of the Enchariſt: Therefage 
the Bread and Wine are not ſubſtantially 
*conyerted i into the Body and Blood of Chrj t: 
-4n' the Sacrament of the Euchariſt. The 
D' 4: 1 ſc: zz] 
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2 The Peneral of the Maſs, 
ſecond Prapoon, 22. that the Body and 
* Blood of Chrift cannot be newly produced, 
'I prove thus : That which is newly produ- 
-ced receives a new being ; becauſe to pro- 
duce a thing, and to give it a being is one 
and the ſame: But the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt cannot receive a new being, which | 
"prove thus : A man cannot receive that 
'which he hath, while he hath it, and there- 
"fore he cannot receive a being while he hath 
- A being; for as it is impoſlible to take away a 
"being from that which hath no being ; ſo it is | 
impoſſible to give abeing to that which tath 
"a being already : and as you cannot kill 'a 
-- dead man, ſoyoucannot give life to one that 
is living. But the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
'Have, and always will have a being: There- 
-fore they - cannot receive one, and conſe- 
bf qu ently cannot be reproduced in the Eu- 


2, My ſecond Argument is this. In eve-7 


*ry ſabſtantial converſion, that thing- which 
is converted into another is deſtroyed. For 
»example, When tlie water was turned into 
- Wine, the water was deſtroyed : But in the 
=Sacrament of the Euchariſt the Bread -and 
- Wine are not deſtroyed by the Conſecra- 
"tion ; which I prove thus : In the cclebra- 
© tion of the Eychariſt there is breaking,” gi- 
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| 'ving, cating and drinking aftet the | conf F 
cration, as appears by the very pratice ff 
F our Adverfaries, who after conſecra »11Þ 
1 break the Hoſt, and divide it into hires 
- parts, give nothing to the Communicatits 
f but conlecrated-Hoſts, and a 

| nothing but what was conſecrated : B L 
6 Scripture faith, that in the celebration 

4 the Euchariſt, Bread is broken, that Bre > 
H and Wine are given, andthat Bread 15 eatgn/ 


and Wine drank, as appears by theſe 
4- lowing pallages. St. Paul, 1 Cor. 10. thy 
N The bread which we break, js it not the co 


ou of the body of Chriſt ;, and 1 Cor, wy Sak id 
al Matth. 26. St. Mark, 14. and Sts Luke 22.1 
ſt is Faid that Feſus Chriſt took, bread, brake 
bo and gave it; and St. Mark 14. and St. Mat 

e- 26. Jeſas Chriſt after he had parcpaeLY of 
«of the Sacrament of the Evchariſt, faith, 7 5 
"yy drink no more oof this fruit of the Vine 

Dh | I Cor. 11. As often as ye eat this "by, 


J drink this cup. Let a man examine himlelf 
' = Jo let him eat of that bread and pry 


eo that cup. 

m_ 3. Secondly, When Jeſus Chriſt Fg ; 
I his Diſciples, Drink, ye all of this, , St. 

W 26. that is, drink ye all of this cup, elit her 


he commanded to drink of a cup of 
or of a cup of Blood : if he commande 
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them to_ drink of a cup of Wine, then -it 
| Tullows that they drank nothing but Wine, 
-becauſe-it js certain that they obeyed Jeſus 
PThriſt; for itis ſaid St. Mark. 14. that they 
Fall arank of it, Or if he commanded them 
to drink of acupof Blood, then it follows 
*tbat the Wine was already changed into his 
Blood; becauſe it is not probable that Jeſus 
Ehriſt ſaidto them, Drink ye all of this cup 
of. Blood, and yet that it was not a cup of 
Blood, but a cupof Wine. But when Je- 


not ſpeak to them of a cup of Blood, for 
the Wine was not then converted into 
{EbriſPs Blood, becauſe ( according to our 
EAdverſaries) it was not changed until Jeſus 
-Chriſt had made an <nd of uttering theſe 
{following words, for this is my blood. But 
he. uttered theſe words, Drink ye all of this, 
before he uttered thoſe, for this 15 my Bloed, 
E becauſe a man muſt utter-a Propoſition be+ 
2Fore he can give the reaſon of it. 

& © 4. Thirdly, When a thing is-convyertcd 
"to another, we cannot ſee the effects and 
;P-opertics of the thing converted, but only 
=of that into which it is converted. For Ex- 
ample, When the ſeed is changed into an 
Fanimal, we can ſce no morethke effeCtsand 
7  TEIET. _ . 
propcrties of the ſeed, but of the Pia! 
_—_—_— | only ; 
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ſus Chriſt ſaid, Drink, ye all of this, he did _ 
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men, but-horſes clomid withrhe 


ther z;) for &hen- j# woyld:: be; 
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only 3 and -when Jeſus Chriſt turned-ithe 
Water into Wine, the effefts.; properties 
and accidents of the Water were-no'more 
ſeen, but of the Wine only, &c. ., Buca: 
the Euchariſt we cannot, after the conſecrg- 
tion, perceive the effects , properTiess ac- 
cidents, or parts of the Body and Bing s 
Chriſt; but we ſee there. all the: effed} 
properties, and accidents of Bread- | 
Wine-: Therefore in ' the Euchariſt; "the 
Bread and Wine are .not converted into the 
Body and Blood of, Chriſt, And. the: truths 
is, ,if that which appears to he Bread,'ar 1 
hath all the effects, iaccidents.- avd-propets 
ties of Bread, be not Bread, but Ghrift's Bo- 
dy cloathed with-, the- accidents 'of ;Bre 
then it may likewiſe be-ſaid- that they 4 
appear tp be men, and have all the 
Properties, -and .accidents-of men, 1arg's 
; EF 1canty 
of mens, (4 1112: 11614} bs : 

5. The fourth krnament js-this- +8 
ry {ubſtantial converſion. there; mull; bac 
ſubject to;paſs. from, one fabſtance; t6:K 
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which is the ſole "tion that Joh hot 
ſuppoſe a ſubject. But in the Sacramens; of lh 
Euchariſt, after the conſecration; there igh 
ſabject ; becauſe, ACCU to exc; Add] £1 
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aries, there remains no ſubje@ ;* for," as 
| they aflerr, the accidents of Bread and Wine 
Temain without any ſubject at a'l : There- 
fore in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt there 
1s-no ſubſtantial coriverſion. 

6. The fifth Argament is. drawn from 
hence, That Tranſabſtanciation deitroys the 
nature of accidems, thus, 'T hat doQtrine 
which allerts that accidents are not accidents 
but ſubſtances, deſtroys the nature and efſ- 
'Jence of accidents, becauſe it is impoſlible 
"that an accident can be a fubſtarice. But the 
doftrine of Tranſfubſtantiation aſferts'that 
Accidenits are- not accidents, but that they 
are ſubſtances; which Iptove thus Thar 
doQtrine which aſſerts that accidents are not 
mheretit, bur that they ſubſiſt of themſelves, 
oth allert that accidents-are not accidents, 
But tht they are ſubſtances , becauſe inhe- 
rents theefſential difference of an accident, 
and ſubſiſtence. But the Qottrine of Tran- 
abtantiation* aſſerts that accidents are not 
Inkerent, | but that they fubfiſt, which 1 
$ thus. That doftrine which alerts 
that" accidents may be withont, a ſubject, 
dpth aſſert that accidents are not inherent 
a0 a Tubj=C&t,- but that they ſubſiſt by them- 
Selves: But the doCtrine of Tranſubſtantia- 
tion alerts that accidents may be without a 
: ſubject, 


7, 


2 
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; ſubjet, iz. the accidents of Bread and: 


«they dohhotexiſt in and by themſclves-aai f 


Wine without any ſubſtance, and without * 
any ſubject to ſuſtain them; for by Tran»: 
ſubſtantiation the ſubſtance of the Bread af 
Wine is gone, and their. accidents remain; 
Thereforethe doctrine of Tranſubſtapriation. 
allerts that accidents are not inherent, but 
do ſubſiſt by them{1ves, and conſequently af- 
ſcrts that accidents are nor accidents, but 
ſubſtances, and ſo deſtroys the nature and: 
eſſence of accidents. Bur here it may be ſaid 
that aftual inherence doth not conſtitute an 
accident, but aptitudinal only. -AgainF: 
which 1 form this Argument. 'Wharſogy 
"dothcexiſt aCtually, either it exiſts in' fe 

thing elſe actually, ſo that it cannot be withs: 
"ont it, which Phitoſophers call a&ual inhe-" 
rence, as walking: or elſe it exiſts in and! 
by itieif attoally, ſo that it may be You | 

it felf, which Philofophers term aftnal:1 
iftence; the former of theſe conſtitutes An, Ic 5h 
cident, and the latter conſtitutes a ſubſtances 
But the accidents of the Bread and Wine, 
aſter conſecration, do exift aQtually; There 
fore they mulſt exiſt either in ſomething elſ& 
-actually,' or. in themſelves aCually. 


4 - 
Q 


-ally,for elſe they would ſubſiſt by themMly " 
and be real ſubſtances, which is impoſſiblez 
| Therefors 
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;Therefore they exiſt in ſomething elſe a&n- 
| ally, v:z. in the ſubſtance of the Bread and 
T Wine, and conſequently the ſubſtance of 
| the Bread and Wine remains after the Con- 
ſecration, and (6 there can be no Tranſub- 
$ ſtantiation. 

...7- The ſixth Argument 15 drawn from 
this, That Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the na- 
cure of Sacraments, becauſe every Sacrament 
1s a viſible ſign of an inviſible grace, as the 

"Council of Trezt ſaith in Sefſ. 6. and every 

; Tipn relates to the thing ſignified, ſo that we 

duſt ſpeak of ſigns and. Sacraments, |as of 

vgs relating to ſomething elſe. ; But all 
tive things have, as. it, were, a.double 
| b Ng, viz, an abſolute being which is. the 

+ natural being of the thing, and a relative 

MS whereby it relates to ſomething elſe. 

* FP example, In a man, that. hath begotten 

4 ita, we.conſider his abſalute and natyral 

| DELNg. as he IS a man as others are., and 

F his relative being, waereby he, is a Eather, 

| and is diſtinguiſhed from other, men that 

Fave no children, and ſo are not Fathers. So 

F 1g the Sacrament of Baptiſm, the ſign, viz. 

the Water , hath an abſolute, and natural 

F being, viz. its cold and  moilt. bſtance,, 

| Whereby it is water as other waters are; and 

arelative, ſacramental, and ſignificative be- 
| Ng 


| 
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ing, whereby it is the ſign and Sacraments” 
of Chriſts Blood, and differs from '/pther was * 
ters that are not imployed for this ſacred uſes - 
Even ſo in the; Sacrament of the Euchariſt, 
the Bread and' Wine, which are the lignsy 
have their. natural and abſolute being, -vi4 © 
their ſubſtance whereby they are Bread and 
Wine, as other Bread' and Wine; which” 
we commonly uſe; .and taeir relative, 1a; © 
ccamental,: and. 11 gnificatiye being , - whens- 
by they are the Sagrament and ſigns of the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt,and difter from all? 
other Bread and Wine that is not thus 1Mt- 4 
ployed. To this I add, That it is impoflible” 
a,relative being; ſhould be without an a 
lute, becauſea relative cannot-be cho 
foundation.For example, lt is impoſlible tobe - 
a Father without being a Man; to be equal* 
withont quantity, &c. Andthis being'grant>? 
ed, I form my Argument thus, That which” 
takes away the natural being from gps and 
Sacraments, deſtroys their nature and e 
| becauſe the relative and ſacramental bei 
cannot be without the abſolute and _ 
as hath heen proved. But the doctrine. of? 
Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the natural being * 
of the Bread and Wine,. which are Cm 
Sacraments of Chriſt's Body.and Sg 
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| of the Bread and Wine is deſtroyed : There- 
| fore the doCtrine of Tranſubſtantiation de- 
| ſroys the nature and eſſence of Sacraments. 
+ $, To this Argument our Adverſaries 
anſwer, That in the Euchariſt the Bread and 
j# Wineare not ſigns, becauſe by the conſe- 
|| Cration _ are deftroyed as to their ſub- 
|| Kance. But ſome of them ſay that the ſigns are 
the accidents of the Bread and Wine; others 
that the Body and Blood of Chriſt con- 
| tained under the accidents of the Bread and 
| Wine, are the ſigns of the Body and Blood 
+ of Jeſus Chriſt crucified ; Laſtly, others ſay, 
that neither the accidents of the Bread and 
{ Wine only, nor the Body and Blood of 
| Chriſt only, but the Body and Blood of 
} Chriſt, together with the accidents of the 
Bread and Wine, are the ſigns of the Body 
4 and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt crucified : There- 
fore ſeeing the doftrine of Tranſubſtantiarion 
- Goth not deſtroy the naturat being of Chriſts 
| Body and Blood, nor the ftaroral being of the 
F accidents of the Bread and Wine, they matte 
£ain that the doctrine of Tranfubſtanttation 
F doth not deſtroy the nature and' lence of 
Sacraments. | 
9. To this [reply, That ne'ther the acci- 
; dents of the Bread and Wine only, -nor the 
Body and Blood! of Chriſt ohly, tor the Bo 
SN y 
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dy. and: Blood of Chriſt together with-the. * 
accidents of the Bread and Wine, are the 
true ſigns of Jeſus Chriſt crucified ; but the- * 
Bread ' and+ Wine "only, which 1 prove 
thus : | | 
Firſt, ln: Sacraments there ought tobe an © 
analogy and. fimilitude between the ſign, and 
the thing ſignified, as our Adverſaries con» * 
feſs, and particularly Card. Bellarmin, Book 
1, of the Sacrament, chap. 9. in theſe words, * 
The. fourth thing required in a Sacrament, 3s 
that the ſion (bould have ſome ſimilitude and ant * 
logy with the thing ſignified. And he quotes 
| St. Auguſtine in Epiſt. 23. to Boniface,ſpeaking 
. thus: If Sacraments had not ſome ſimtlitude of 
F the things whereof they 'are Sacraments they 
> | conldbeno Sacraments: Butin the Sacraments 
 {# of the Euchariſt, neither the accidents of the 
Bread and Wine, nor the- Body and Blood 
1 of Chriſt, whether jointly or ſeverally, have 
; that ſimilitude and analogy to the thing fig- 
, nified which is required, but only the Preag| : 
1 


and Wine in ſubſtance; becauſe that whichis * 
| principally ſignified, and repreſented by thg 
f ligns in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, is ' 
the nouriſhment of our ſouls in the hope of * 
eteraal life: for as Baptiſm is the Sacra- * 
ment of our Regeneration and ſpiritual birth, 
er En un) 
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4 $a nouriſhment, as Card. Beflarmin con 
| Telleth; in Book, 3+ of the: Euchariſt; | chap-9. 
- and in Book, 4. chap. 19. he ſaith, that 'the Sa- 
| Crament of the Euchariſt was ordamed to preſerve 
- ſpiritual life , which cannot be repreſented 
and ſignified, but by ſigns: which can nou- 
Tiſh our bodies; for the analogy and fimili- 
| tude.conliſts in this, that as the ſigns have 
| yertye to.nourſh our bodies for the preſer- 
- Yation of temporal life; ſ@:the- things ſigni- 
- Hed, have a vertue to nouriſh:our {ouls-in 
| the hope of eternal life. But neither theaG 
= Cidents.of the Bread and Wine, nor the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeverally 
or.jointly with the accidents, can nouriſh our 
bodies,. (nouriſhment. being; eſſentially the 
converſion of aliment into the ſubſtance of a 
living body.) and it is certain that neither 
= the accideits of Bread and Wine, nor the 
- Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeparate- 
ly, or jointly with them, can be converted 
© Mto our ſubſtance, but only the ſubſtanceiof 
Bread and Wine, andotheraliments which 
- we take: Therefore neither the accidents of 
- the Bread, and Wine, nor- the Body- and 
- Blood of, Chriſt,;; whether; ſeparately, -or 
-qointly with them, -are the-true figns.z but 
+ the Bread and Wine, only, which: being the 
+ ordinary nouriſhment of our. bodies, | do; re- 
He preſent 
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preſent to us the ſpiritual nouriſhment of one. * 
ſouls by the Body and Blood of Chriſt, recei- 
ved by Faith. "Y 
-- 10: Secondly ,, The Conncil of Trent in © 
Seſſion 13. commands that the Sacrament of . 
the Euchariſt ſhaſl be adored with' Latyie; _ 
which according to our Adverſaries,' is tae » 
ſovereign worihip due to God only. But 
the accidents of the Bread: and Wine ought : 
not to- be adored!, Becauſe they are crea> © 
tures, ard that God only -muſt be adored: : 
Therefore the accidents of the Bread and 
Wine ar2 not the Sacrament of the Eu- 
charift. +5 | 

Thirdly, A Sacrament is a viſible fign of 
an inviſible grace \as:the Council of Trent - 
defines it in Seſſions 6, 'and 13+ But in the? 

Euchariſt the Body and Blood of Chriſt are 
not: viſible: Therefore, in the Enchariſt the 7? 
bady and blood of Chriſt, are not the ſrgns. 

; Laſtly, I ſay, that irnevery Sacrament the - 
ſign' relates tothe thing ſignified ; and Re? 
lation is always between two different 
things; becauſe nothing relates to it ſelf, 
and conſequently nothing can be both the 
ſign and thing ſignified. But the Body and*? 
Blood of Chriſt are the things ſignified:- 
Therefore the Body and Blood of Chriſt? 
are not Tae ſigns. And it 1s to no purpo 
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- to ſay that Jeſiis Chriſt in the Maſsis theſign * 
- and figure of himſelfon the Croſs ; for Jeſus 


Chriſt: whereſoever he is, is one and the 


- ſame yeſterday, to day, and for eyer. And 
— therefore Jeſus Chriſt not being different 


from himſelf, cannot be relative to himſelf, 


| nor the ſign of himſelf. 


Other reaſons which are uſually alledged 
againſt Tranſubſtantiation will be more 
properly mentioned in the next Chapter. 
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CHAP. IV. 


"* Againſt the real preſence of Chriſts Body in the 


Hoſt, or conſecrated Wafer, 


1+ T HE Romiſh Doctors affirm , That 


immediately after the Prieſt in the 
celebration of the Maſs , hath pronounced 


theſe words, this 5s my body, the body of 
Chriſt is really preſent in the Hoſt , and 
* that it is whole andentire ineyery part and 
© Point of the Hoſt ; which DoCtrine t deſtroy 


by theſe following . Arguments, the firſt 


-whercof is this. 


2. If a thing be created in a place, ei- 


| ther it muſt be produced there, or it muſt 


75 
- 

| 
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come, 


þ4 4.4 
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& cher from ſome other place, and the Fe- * 
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$ come, or be. brought thither from ſome.q> * 


ther place; for it is impoſlible to find out. a * 
third way of putting any thing in a places 
And the Romſh Doctors have hitherto been 
able to invent but one of theſe two ways 
Fof putting Chriſts Body in the Hoſt, the 
J 7acobins telling us that it is brought thi- 


ſuites that it is produced there. But the body 
of Chriſt can neither come, nor be brought 
thither into the Hoſt, norcan it be produ- 
ced there + Therefore the body of Chriſt is 
not in the Hoſt. 

3- Firſt, The body of Chriſt cannot 
come, or be brought into the Hoſt from any 
other place, becauſe it can come from no. " 
place but Heaven, being no where but in-. 
Heaven. But Chriſts body neither comes 
nor is brought irom Heaven into the Hoſt; 2 
which I prove thus: When a body comes, * 
or is carried from ofie place to another, :it + 
muſt leave its firſt place. For example, ita 7 
man would go from Paris to Rome, -he-muſt”: 
leave Paris : But the body of Jeſus Chrilt; 
never leaves Heaven; for the heavens muſs * 
contain him until the time of the reſtitution uf - 
all things, Atts 3. Therefore Chriſts body + 
neither comes, nor is brought-from Heaven : 
into the Hoſt- Beſides, it is uppoſlble rh 
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Chriſts body ſhould come or be brought in- 

* fo the Hot, without paſſing through the 
fpace that is between Heaven and Earth, 
"where the conſecrated Hoſts are; becauſe 
a 11an cannoc ras from one extream to 
another witont pailing through the fpace 
that is between chem... But the ſpace be- 
tiveen Heaven and Earthis too valt to be * 
paſſed through in a moment (for-theſe Do- 
&ors will have it , that immediately after 
the pronouncing of theſe words, this is my 
body, the body of Chriſt is brought into the 
Holt.) Moreover it muſt in a moment be 
In all the Heavens, and in all the Airs be- 
teen the higheſt Heaven, and this Earth 

> where the Hoſts are, (becauſe a man can- 
not paſs through a place without being 
there) and then it would have - three ſorts 

- of exiſtehices at once, viz. .one natural and ' 

- glorious exiſtence in Heaven, one ſacra- 

> menta]- exiſtence in the Hoſt, and one airy 

- exiſtence in the Air. But ſeeing all theſe 

\. Things are abſurd, we muſt conclude that 

- Chriſts bodyneither comes, nor 1s brought 

| into the Hoſt. 
4s Secondly, Chriſts body cannot be re- 

: Produced 1 in the conſecrated Hoſt, - becauſe 

2 thing "that is produced already » cannot 

.b ' produced again , without a preceding 

6. -  deſtru-' 


that receive  ® being ,which hath one al- 


' only.a new'preſehice- of pL i the pl 
= 0-206 anſwer ,” That in” all ' ſubſtan =, 
C 


- my bs T 
"Ort > Maſs dead jg arte + 
deſtruction;-for as a dead'man A. 
killed, nor that be annihilated;' which's” 
annihilated already; ſo rether canthat be be . 
produced which is produced already, nor 


ready. This common Conception of all ww, 
is founded upon this principle, That evi 
ation, whether it produceth 'or deſtr 
a thing, muſt necellarily have two deſtindt - 
terms, the one called in the Schools, ter= 7 
minus 2 quo, that is, the term from which» 
the thing comes, and the other terminns md. 
quem, that is, the term to which it comes. - 
But according to this principle, that cannot 
be annihilated which is ſo already, nor that. 
receive a being which hath one already ; be- © 
cauſe the term from which it ſhould come, * 
and the term to which it ſhould come, © 
would be one and the ſame thing z contra+ 
ry to the Maxim already laid down , viz 
that' the terms of ation muſt on 4 
be diſtinct, andthat one of them muſt be the 2 
negation or privation of the other. * 

5: Here perhaps is may be objected, That. 
by Tranſubſtantiation:- the ſubſtatice' of 
Ghriſt's: body 1s not- newly. ptoducedy' Ll 


where the'ſubſtance of the bread was; 


content 
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- converſions and” aRions , anew ſubſtance 
# muſt. be produced, as in accidental, a new 
"Accident - muſt be produced. 'But Tran- 
ſubſtantiation (according to the Romiſh Do- 
Ctors.) is a ſubſtantial converſion: There- 
fore by Tranſubſtantiation a new ſubſtance 
mult, be. produced. - And ſeeing; - that the 
 new-prelence 'of Chriſts body. inthe place * 
whete'the ſubſtance of the bread. was, is 
not a ſubſtance, but an accident .of i the 
Categorie which the Philoſophers call: Vs, 
it is evident that by Tranſubſtantiation the 
preſence of Chriſts body only is not/produ- 
ced in the place where the ſubſtance of 
the bread was; and feeing that the ſub- 
ſtance of Chriſts body is not produced there 
(as hath been proved in the preceding 
number ) we muſt conclude thar there is 
- -no Tranſubſtantiation nor real preſence.of 
Chriſt's body in the Hoſt. This inſtance 
- © doth alſo deſtroy the adduCtion of Chriſt's 
& body into the Hoſt, which hath been al- 
- Teady refuted in number 3-: 74 

6. My ſecond Argument is:this. In atrue 
- human body ſuch as Chriſts bady:is; there 
- is ſomething above: and ſomething vader, 
*& right and left, befage:and behind, for. the 
-- . head-is aboye. the necks. :4nd': the; neck a- 
-bove the ſhoulders, the ſhoulders above the 
_ SN ANRTT breaſt; . 
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| breaſt, a breaft above the ſtomach,”! 
ſtomach above the belly, the belly above ng 
thighs; the thighs above the legs, & 0. 
all the World kdows that in a point rhe 
is nothing above or under, right or left; 
fore of behind : Therefore Chriſt's body is 
4 not ina point, and conſequently it is no q 
In every poiht,, or part'of the Hol, "Fo this * 
s | 1 add, that the quantiry and pffareſs, of . 
e Chriſt's body is nothing elſe bur its len 
t, breadth, and thickneſs, which cannot; I 
e | inapoint. Laſtly, The quantity of Chi 
body is nothing elfe but. its extent , as 
of } all know; and a body is extended” wh 
b- hath its parts one without ano Fo tha es | 
re they are not one within' another, as | 
ng Feſuites expound it. 'But the doctrine of* 
1s preſence of Chriſt®s body 1 in the Hoſt, } 
of all its parts one within another becau 
_ puts them all in a POR: Therefo ore” {uctt'a * 
t's 1 qottrine takes away its extent, and conſe= | 
al- } quently its quantity, 
7. My third Argument is this. To move 
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ve and not to move at the ſane time, to he 
ere F eateniand not to he. eaten at the ye, 'F 

cr, Y. to be in a point and P' in a Noo 
the tt time , bo oo not” a 
"- py it at th y* ' contragi- 
me Fry things. * But x | 
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were in divers conſecrated Hoſts i i would 
"move and not move at the ſame time. ., For 
/ example, Whens Prieſt carries a conſecra- 
ted Hoſt to 2 lick perſon, the body of Chriſt 
' Which is pretended to be in it, moves with 
- the'Hoſt;; for it Ieaves.the Altar, and goes 
with the Prieſt toward the ſick perſons 
” houſe, and at the ſame time. the body of + 
Chriſt ,.. which is pretended to be in the 
- other Hoſts thatremain on the Altar, moves 
not; and ſo the ſame body of Chriſt at the 
* ſametime moves and moves not, which is 
-A Contradiction. Seeing then it is impol- 
E Tible' that one and the. ſame hody at one 
F aod the ſame time fhoyld move and ;not 
© move, it is likewiſe impoſſible that Chriſt's 
* body ſhould be 1 ia diyers Hoſts at the. ſame 
C. 1a; like, manner 4 if, [Chriſt's body 
+: at the ſame.time in Heayen » and, in 
by Hoſt it would be eaten and: not. eaten 
at the fame time ;' for "it. would. be: eaten 
3" the Hoſt by the Prieſt, and at-the ſame 
time it wopld not be eaten inHeaven. Alſo 
It would he in a, point and not, in a point 
At the'ſame. timc for in the Hoſt i.noula 
be in'a poi, ag in;Heaven it would. 
6d! 10 how; wn fame. time :: Tete 
"fore cn ts tag.one and thi 

ge time {h9u 
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be eaten and not eaten, ſhould be in a point 
and notin a point; it is alſo impoſlible that” 
Chriſt*s body ſhould be both in Heaven and 
inthe Hoſt at the iame time. 
8. The fourth Argument is this : Two ? 
relatives'are always different, as the Fa: 
. ther and Son, the Husband and the Wite, * 
| &c. And relation is always between two | 
| things that really differ 5 as the equality 'be- 
; tween two Ells, the reſemblance between 
two 'Crows, &c. In a word, nothing can 
have relation to it felf , -but whatſoever * 
hath . relation” muſt neceſſarily have it to ; 
ſomething elſe, * as appears by the defini- 
tion 'of Relation: But to be diſtant' isare- 
lative and'not' att abfolbte tern; for when 
we-coniceive an abfolute term we' conceive. 
but one fhing, as when we conceive a Crow; + 
but when we- conceive a' relative term, we | 
neceſlarrly conceive two things. For ex- 
ample,” We cannot conceive a Crow'to' be: 
like , without -conceiving ſomething elfe 2 
to which it js like. Seeing then we cannot -: 
ar 3 conceive a thing to' be diſtant without cone * 
—_  fomethiog elſe from which its di- } 
q Tot > it' is Lay Trp _ 4: be diftant i or ii | 
rm, atid thatdiſtant thin 
lafiley, We 5 aa « onſcyuetitly are! 7 
rent: ' Whence | fo form! = __ 
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relative things -are really different, as hath 
been. prov. Buc.the body that. is at, Rome 
is diſtant. from that which, is at, Parss, by 
rezſon of the ſpace. of about .,zo00 jeagucs 
* that 15. between thoſe two: Cities 3; andthe 
* body that. is-,in..the higheſt heavens, is dj- 
ftavt from that which is vpon, earth, by 
realon. 0;..the, many thayſands, of, leagues 


- 


thatare, between keaven a ad,,carti.; . There- 


fore, the body that.,1s . at, Rome 1s, different 
from thar which is,at. Paris, and that which 
is in;:Heaven,,,js difterent from that which 
is upon earth;z.,,and conſequently, one and 
- the ſame; body cannot be. at the ſame time 
| at, Rowe and at Paxis,. in Heaven, and upon 
Earth ; elſe one and.the ſame, body, might be 
F diſtant and different from it ſelf, which is a 
\ ContradiCtion : Therefore ſeeing Jeſus Chriſt 
"-js not. diſtant, and different from himſelf; 
it follovrs that he cannot be at the ſametime 
in Heayen and in the Hoſt, nor at the dame 
tme in the conſecrated Hoſts, at ,Rome and 
at Paris. 3" co 
-.. 9. But perhaps it may. be. ſaid that .a bo; 
dy beiog at the ſame time in two diſtant 
{ places is notdiſtant from it (elf, DpC-FDEkaHE 
| places only are diſtaut,z; ang therefore that 
| Chriſt's bodyia heaven, is not diſtant from/it 
| elf inthe Hoſt, but it is the placga.gn'yos, 
| | eaven 
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o 
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heaven and earth (where dh Hoſt is) that * 
are diſtant. /To this I anſwer that-it-is 
| only the diſtance :of places that makes the? 
diſtance. of 'things exiſting-in thoſe di» 
; ſtant places. For examples : The reafon 7 
. why Peter that is at Rome is diſtant from 
Paul that is at Paris, is not becauſe they®? 
are two things really difterent, elſe they? 
would be always diſtant, even when they - 
are in one Bed together, ( for they are / 
always. really diffrent ) >ar all the: reaſon 4 | 
of their diſtance is, becauic they are in two 5 
diftant places. Seeing then (according to our 
Adverſaries) that Cirift's body 1s 111 two di-s 
ſtant places at once, viz. in Heaven andin 3 
the Boſt at Rome and at Paris 1n divers Holts, 
it follows that Chriſts.body is diſtant, and' * 
different from it ſelf. - And ſeeing it is im- 
poſlible that it ſhould be diſtant and different» 2 
from it ſelf, it 1s evident that it cannot 'be 
in two diſtant places at once z-- and cone-": 
quently not in Heaven and.in tlie Hoſt, 
10: Belides;Suppoſe that Perer could beat 
I; Rome and at Paris at once,and that Peter that 
It Is at: Rome ſhould have'a mind to go'to Pa 
fo r4s, and ſhould go accordingly, and that the. ! 
it ſame Petey that is at Paxts ſhould have a 
mind 'to go-to Rowe, and: ſhould” go ace 
| cordingly, it is certain that Peter would diam | 
C 4. NEAT? 
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4 The Funeral of the Maſs, 
near to himſelf, and meet himſelf.. But 
{things that draw near to each other; muſt 
"of neceſſity have been at a diſtance before ; 
Land therefore if a body draws 'ncar to it 
L felf, it is certain that:it was diſtant from 
it ſelf before. And hereupon I would 
ERinask our Adverfarics, whether, when 
=Peter ſhould meet himſelf, he wonld let 
Ehizſelf paſs, or not? 2nd if he jhould tet 
* hiruſelf paſs, whether Peter going to Rome, 
would ſtep afide and give way to himſelf 
going to Paris, or elſe the contrary ? But 
}f he ſhould not ſtep aſide and give place 
to himſelf, I would ask, whether he would 
+ ainder himſelf from paſſing or not? and 
f he ſhould not hinder himſelf from paſ- 
ling, whether he would paſs thorow himſelf, 
and ſo make another Fans with two faces, 
-&c? Whatſoeyer anſwers they ſhall make to 
* thele Queſtions muſt (Iam ſure) be very ab- 
| ard and ridiculous. 
11. The fifth Argument 1s this: It 1s-a 
F perfect contradiction , that a body. ſhould 
'be one and not one: But it Chriſt's body *" 
ſhould be at the ſame time in the heaven, 
and upon earth in the Hoſt , it would be 
| one: \and not one; for it would be one by 


- our Adverfaries own confeſſion, and it would 
- Bot. be one; which | prove thus : _ a 
a | thing 
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- 'by the "defmition/ of -Unityz,* and it s: CET 
It ſelf, that- which 1s in*heaven T5 divts 


- a body in divers places is divided from it 


body. -To which 1 anſwer, 1. That 
-.titative' diviſion - ( which is- nothin 
/buta plurality of beings, or a plurality of 


"For ther the three divine Perſons which are J 


-divided: 2: 1 {ay , [That if 'a body be 
-" forichieth, "it 15 'alſo-divided and 


"f'© body” be-divided _ - TY oli 


"TELL | # es 4 "7 a 
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thing may be one; -iff muſt neſttter he -< (0 
ded in it ſelf}, ner'fromi it ſelf; 'as' appem 


taint that nothing" is divided* or feparate 
fromir ſelf: But if Chriſt's body be at th « 
fame time in heaven and upon earth-in't 

Hoſt; itwill be divided, and ſeparated m 


ded abd ſeparared from that" which is'upan 
earth, becauſe it is not inthe ſpace betwe 
both. 


12. Here agatn it may be'objeCted, That | 


ſelf- locally, becauſe the places',in mou it 
is, are' divided; but-not entitatively { 
cauſe it's ſtill one and the ſame entice 


things Xeally different) is'no true diviſieg 


really different, would: alſo be'really divi- 
ded ;- and the body and ſoul of a hed mar 
which do really difter, would alſo be 


vided and ſeparated from bodies which is [1 | 
from” bodies which' it 'doth not tonctr; 4 od. 
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44 the Funeral of the Maſs, 
© bodies to which itis near; - it is alſo-divided 
and ſeparated from bodies that are fag-di- 
-fagt from-it ;- but;efpecially; the diviſian:is 
» true, when between two- there be bodies 
—of-divers-natures,-to which there is no,u- 
160. Therefore, ſeeing; that between/Chriſt's 
«6 Which js really, in}. heaven;; and, the 
- Tame bady ,:-which; is; pretendedly upon 
earth in, the conſecrated Hoſts,- there be di- 
 yers- bodies of; divers natures, to which it 
1s not united ; it is evident by our Adyer- 
- taries own doctrine,, that -Ghriſts body is 
- really divided and ſeparated from it ef, 
: And ſeeing. it is impoſſible, it ſhould | be_ſe- 
parated from it {elf,” irs alſo, impoſſible 
© that it ſhould! be -in heayen ; and -in;; the 
* Hoſt at. the ſame- time.--,'3- 1; fay ,,' Thar 
local diviſion; takes, away. ntimtivs, lyi{i- 
on; ;and thingy: that are diniged; loeally, 
| are 2lſo diyided :entitatively x that is;1ithey 
-*are alſo - really; different54:ele- n9:{reaton 
F- + can he given \why ;twe ÞBlaſkMi pl; eater 
# ';:taken from the; ſame fountain 4.;Are; peally 
- different, ſeeing. theſe waters: are Like; in 
- /all things. . except tin, reference t941plake 5 
'- and thers{can ng; fealon beg lon; whyifbe | 
f ous is not 'on8 Agile rope, M3 bel 
þ6 reproduced' inal}: plaghs pathy ah 
ea) EP it pe that tone! dip! of We 


— 


—Js 2 0 
b o 
= - ' s 
: Su; . þ 5.4 
bg , « 4 p . 
> 3 8 : "A. 4 £ - an 
Ti AL J 3 


-,atthefawe time at Parzs and at Rome, whicly 
- ſhould. be a man and no man at-the ia ns 


+be at Paris and: at Rome, he might at ” 


- be both dead andalive,may at theiſame time 
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ter cannot be rep thoſe 21a _ 
but if it be poſſible, then. Reaſon obligs 
to believe that it is really ſo,becauſe con 
Nature. do nothing in vain and it isin va n 
ro do that by many things, which may Tt 
done by one thing : andif it bereally ſo, thett 
it follows, That albthe Sea-battels that ever 
have been,were fought in one dropof water, 7 
and many thouſands of men have beew 
drowned in one drop of water, and people 
ſince Adam have drunk but one 'drop of Was 
ter, which things are abſur'd and ridiculon 
I;3. The ſixth Argument is this: ] 2 
Chriſt as he is a man, cannot be in-divery 
places at once, if another man cannot _be 
{o too, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt, as he is many 
was made like unto us in all thing 19s, ſil*only: 
- excepted, as the Apoſtle to, the Fcbrews ab- 
, ſexyes, But another man cannot be in divers 
+ Places atonce;; for example, Perer canfiathe 


| prove: thus. It is impoſlible that Perent 


time: But if Peter could at the ſame:tu 


ſame time: be a.man; and, no; man, -which F 
prove thus: He that 'may-at theſametime, 


Wn 0 man and. no-aian }'. becauſe he. thak 
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18 alive is areal man, and he that is dead 
+4s.no real man, but a carcaſs: But if Pe. 
©Fer-could at the-ſame time be at Paris and 
- at Rome, he might be .both alive and dead 
at the ſame time; for he might be mortally 
wounded at Paris and die there, and at the 
fame time not be hurt at Rome, but: alive 
+ and making merry there. Beſides, Peter 
F might be diviſibly at Paris, and indiviſibly 
4 at Rome; (as Chriſt's body, according to our 
|. Adverſaries, is diviſibly in heaven, and in- 
4 civiſibly in the Hoſt:) But if at Paris (where 
{- he ſhould be diviſibly ) his head ſhould be 
4-.cut oft, . he would die,- and ceaſe to be a 
= man; and at Rome (where he ſhovld be in- 
4. Giviſibly and in a point) his head ſhould not 
-be cut off, and ſo he ſhould remain at the 
Tame time aliving and real man, which is a 
contradiction. In a word, Perer might be 
at Paris in the midſt of flames, and be burnt 


i - 
y 


and reduced to aſhes, and conſequently 
& ſhould die, and be no man whereas at the 
fame time he might be at Rome in the Ri- 
ver T:iber, ſound and brisk, and confequent- 
F#:by be a true living man: whence it follews 
7 taathe might” be-a man, and noman, which 

.4s Acontradiction.” * | 

+.,..124. To this may be addcd other abſurdi- 
 ti:s. that would follow from this Raſcgns 
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that one body may be in divers "places; at 
once, viz. That one Candle lighted might! 
give light to all the World, if it were re- 
produced in all places of the World : Thata 
great Army might be made of one-man, 

' reproduced ina hundred thouſand adjoyt- 
> ing places: That all the debts in the World 
” | might be paid with one Crown, reprodu- 
y ced as many times as there be Crowns due: 
C That all the people in the World might 
- quench their thirit with one Pottl: of Wine, 
e reproduced as many times as there be*inka- 
Fe bitants- in the World: Thar al the mein 


a the World might drink itt one” and* the Tame! 
1- Glaſs, reproduced as many- times as there 
It be men in the World : ( whereupon a 'man 
{- migat be ſo curious as'to ask; whether" If 
' 'Þ this Glaſs ſhould be broken at Paris, it would 


be allo be-broken at Rome; Conſt antinopls and 
nt other: places») That! one mat” 'reproduced 
ly in'an hundred thouſand--places, - mightat' 


he the ſame time marry an' hundred thouſane 
U- wives, and -hie with-them;--whereupomia 
t- man might deſire toknow-whether theſe 

Ws - men-might not- conceive;"andfevery one'iof 


ch - them be delivered of achitd at theend'of nine; 

months; and conſequently*it may be ſaid that 
Ci- one- man did ia one night beget a hundred' 
- thouſand Children, - 6. -:;-WB% 
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-- 15--The ſeventh Argument is this: If 
Chriſt's body were in the Hoſt, it would be 
"Teen there; for being there in its glory ( as 
the: Romiſh DoCtors lay it is) it would be 
-there more viſibly thn it was when he con- 
verſed amongſt men here below; becauſe the 
;Blory'ol Chriſt's body doth principally con- 
lift inthe brightneſs and ſplendor of an ex- 
.traordinary light, like tothat which it had 
upon Mount Tabor; but who dares afficm that 
-{uch a glorious body. is not viſible, where- 
- ſoever. it-is; and: yet. it is certain that 
;Chriſt's,.body is not to be ſeen in the Holt, 
-Which'is,anevident:ſign that it is not there. | 
-But. it © may be faid-that Chriſt's body is 
under; the .accidents 'of the Bread, and 
thatitheſe accidents hide /it from -us. To 
*this4 anſwer, that.(according to qur. Adver- 
ie$\}- Chaiſt?s: body: 3s in the place where 
+the ſabſtance of the Bread was: But the fub- 
aJtance of the Bread: was>not yngenthe, acki- 
gents;/and the accidents of the Bread were 
+he&:apen their. ſubſtance,, for:then the ſub- 
tance of the Bread and. its accidents had been 
+3n-two different-places, -above:and under be- 
46g twoſeveral. differences of place,- and that 
4; bicht is-nader-is;not-agbove; &c-. Therefore 
+ Chriſt?s;body:cannot- be under: the accidents 
+ of -the Bread , and conſequently the ac- | 
dT ..> : cidents- 
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cidents do not-hide. from: us. ; And! ſering 
(as gur Adverſaries ſay) Chriſt's Body is in 
eyery -part and point of the Hoſt, -.it,muit; 
needs be in the ſuperfices, and conſequently 
cannot be hid or covered by the accidents of 


| the Bread. Here again it may be ſaid that 
Chriſt's body is glorious, luminous, and vi- 


ſible of it ſelf, but;God hinders us from ſee- 
408; 1f5 - To: this] anſwer, That if Godjhin- 
ders, it is only becauſe he is pleaſed ſo to;d, 
and conſequently it he were pleaſed not; go. 
hinder, -he wouldnot doit, but, would per- 
mit it.to be ſeen-in the ſame polture 89 it -19.n 
1 _ the Hoſt. Whereupon I would as, our 'Advet- 
' {aries in what-poſture 1t would beleeriithers, 
whether ſitting, ſtanding, lying, of, RjAny@E-: 
ther poſture, or whether it, would/be i 

| poſtureat all ?;If ic be in no polturgi: i&rauſt 
. bewithout any.external form; becauſe poſture 
- or fituation .abſolntely depends uport exter- 
nal foxm:, But: how can a man. be; ſegn'-with= 
ont-an external form of a man, - and without! 

. þging in any. poſture of a man?, and-homean, 
, ,Chriſts þody be without poſture and without 
'- 1 £xtexng] tormzſecing (as our Adyerſaries ſay) 
its whole and entire in the whole -Hoſt; and 
y OCCvPies the whole ſpace of a great Hoſt? But 
if it be-fitting,- or ſtanding, or. in another 
'poſture,and with the externalform of a man, 
10. 
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{ and (as they ſayYirbe wiols, ahd entire in 
f @ point of the Hoſt, rhenir: will follow thar 
| Aman may be ſeen litting, or ſtanding it! a 
point; and ſeeirig a man that is ſtanding 
| hath his'head above and his feet bet@w+-tr 
[7 will follow that Jeſus Ciriit wilt be fecn'in 
| a point of 'the Hoſt wirh his head above and 
] his feet below, though in' a point there: be 
| 


z nothing above'or below: 'Forkhis I add, That 
if it could be ſeen-in the Hoſt it would ap- 
'.Opear as big as the Hoſt, becauſe it would oc- 
'7 -capy the - whole ſpace of the Hoſt, and'it- 
4 - would appear” round , becaulc' it would 'be 
| - bonded by the {hace thatthe Hoſt occupies, 
1. 


<Which'ts round. - Beſides, - if the Hoſt ſhould 
Na divided-into two equal- parts, 'it would 
appear 'lefs by one half, andin the form of a 
F Circle, becauſe it would be whole atid 
-"entite 4#n the half of tht'Hoſt;” and' occtpy 
- the ' ſpace of it. / It would alſs appear- a 
| as thouſand times leſs,” and ina! tun- 
17 dred thouſand ſeveral forms; for, 'as They 
E : 1h it 'is' whole and entire in'ahandred 
' thouſand parts of the Hoſt, and'octupies the 
|| paces of them. In a word, There was never 
1 Tach a monſtrous thing ſeen in the World, 
3 - as Chriſt's Body wonld' be, if it were' really 
{+ inthe Hoſt in ſuch a manner, as our Adver- 


; aries affirm it to-be. 
2 ": 16 The 


its eyes, and move its feet.in a point; becauſe. 
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16. The eighth Argumentis this : Either 
the Manhood of Jeſus Chrilt, which is pres 
teded to be in the Hoſt, can act there, or if | 
cannot : ifitcannot a&, thenitfollows'that 
it cannot ſee, hear, know, or love, 'or exer® 
ciſe any other funtion of the ſenſitive or 
rational Soul: But if the Manhood of Chriſt 
in the Hoſt knows nothing, nor loves no» 
thing, then it follows that it will not be haps” 
Py, becauſe happineſs chiefly: conſiſts in the + 
knowledge and love of God. Alſo the Mans” 
hood of Chriſt in the Hoſt will be different” 
from his Manhood- in Heaven; for it will 
know in Heaven, and at the ſame time know 
nothing in the Hoſt; it will love in Heaven : 
and love nothing in theHoſt;it will fee.in het 
ven,and ſee nothing in the Hoſt. But ifChriſts: 
Manhood can a&-in the Hoſt as it dotham” 
Heaven, then it will follow that it wilt open" 


according to.our Adverſaries, it is whole at 
entire in every: point of the Hoſt;And ſeeingy* 
as they tell us,God'can as eaſily put the whole * 
world into a point,as he doth the whole mans” 
hood of Chriſt into a point of the Hoſt-it will 

follow that all parts of the world exiſting ina 

point may do in it all thoſe ations which they } 
now do ina vaſt ſpace, as the parts of Chriſts 
wanhood exiſting ina point of theHoftcando 
Init. 


a. 
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itall thoſe ations which they do in Heaven; 
and- ſo ita leſs ſpace than is occupiedby a 
grain of, Corn';, the Sun may.move-from Eaſt 
to-Welt,' the: Sea may :have its: Flouds and 
Ehbbs, -and the Engliſh may. have a Sea-fight 
with the. Spaniards. In a' word, a Sparrow 
may eaſily ſwallow all the World, ſeeing the 
| World willnot occupy ſa-much ſpace as a 
grain of -Corn doth; -and yet the - World 
- which it ſhall ſwallow, will be as great as it 
1 at:preſent; evenas ChriſPs Body in: the 
Hoſt. is as big and astallas it was on the 
| Croſs, as our Adverſaries afhirm. 
| 4727. Theninth Argument is this: As a bo- 
* dy cannot be ina place, except it be produ- 
cd there, or that. it comes, or be brought 
' hither from ſome other place; ſo a body can- 


| ftroyed, or going to ſome other place;- and 
. Conſequently if Chriſt's Body cealeth to bein 
the Hoſt after the 'Conſumption:of the acci- 
dents, itmuſt neceſſarilyeither periſh; or go 
© toſome other place : But Chriſt's Body cam 
” not periſh;for Feſus Cor iſt dieth no more,, Rom. 

6. 'And'Chrilt's Body goes to-no other place, 
- for if it ſhould» goi to any. other place, 
| #&+woulds go to Heaven: 'But -itcanndt 
goto Heaven, becauſcitis there already;and 
” @*man;cannot go to-ar place wherehe'isab 
K-70 ready: 


not ceaſe tobe ih a place: without being de-  Þ 


Th ” 


- ſtance; therefore the properties of the Spi- © 


principal properties which diſtinguiſh bodies ;; 
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ready,: Therefore, Chriſt's Body doth not” 
ceaſe to; be, in the Hoſt. ,Whence it follows; / 
that ezrhes Chrilt's Body ſtill remains in, the: | 
Hoſlt,, and,that ir is.1jmpoſſible that it ſhoulk 
be,corſumed., or elſe that it never was inthe 
Hoſt - But:,eyery one knows by experience 
that the Hoſts: are eaten and conſumed, and 
that Chriſt's Body cannot be there- after. the 
Conſumption of theaccidents of the Bread; 
Therefore,ignever was in the Hoſt. _ 
.. 18, The. tenth Argument 1s drawn from 
hence, That the pretended preſence of 
Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt , deſtroys the nas ' 
ture of Chriſt's Body, thus : The propet- 
ties of a Species are incommunicable to eve-" 
ry. other Species. . For example: The prq-* 
erties of a Man are .incommunicable $9/A ; 
aſt; for, ſeeing the properties-flow- from” 
the Eſſence, ar are the, very Eſſence, it {elk * 
it; 4s. evident that. if;.'the Eſſence,,of @; 
Species be iacommunicablg to another Spes 
cies, then the propeties af'a Species areal; 
ſo.incommunicable toranother : But the Bos 
dy and the Spirit are the two Species of ſubs 


rit.cannot be communicated to the Body..as 
the properties of the Body cannot be com-' ! 
municated;to. the {pirit. -But there are two 


_—_ 
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- from ſpirits : The firſt is, That ſpirits are 
* fubftances that are penetrable amongſtthem- 
| Nlves, that'ts, may be together in one and 
* the fame place, but bodies are impenetrable 
| ſubſtances amongſt themſelves, that is, they 
| Cannot be together in one and the ſame 
| place. The ſecond is, That bodiesare jna 
place circumſcriptively, that is, all the Body 
| 18 inall the place, but all the body is not ine- 
F very part of the place, but the parts of the bo- 
dy are in the parts of the placezbut ſpirits are 
F In a place definitively, that is, all the ſpirit is 
-10all the place, and all the ſpirit is in every 
| Part of the place; becauſe a ſpirit having no 
| Parts, mult neceſſarily be all whereſoever it 
F is. Whence/T form my Argument' thus: 
+ That 'doftrine which gives to a body 'the 
f Erypertes of a-ſpirit, changes the body into 
F a'Tpirit; and conſequently deſtroys the na- 
ture'of a body, feeing properties cannot be 
communicated withourthe eſſence: Butthe 
Wooctrine 'of the pretended preſence of 
© Chriſt's Body in the: Hoſt, givesto a body 
Fthe properties ofa ſpirit, becauſe it aftirms 
* that the quantity of Chriſt's Body penetrates 
* Thequantity of the Bread, andis inthe fame 

place with it ; that alt the-parts of Chriſt's 
| body are - penetrated amongſt themſelves, 


| 'andare all in one and the fame place ;' and 
' 7s that 


*x I 
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that Chriſt's. Body is all in all the Hoſt, and - 
all inevery. part of the Hoſt.:' Therefore the, * 
doctrine of the Romiſh Church touching the 
pretended preſence of Chriſt?s-body in the 
Hoſt, deſtroys the nature of Chriſt's Body. :; 

19. The eleventh Argument is drawn from 
hence: That Jeſus Chriſt being ſate at God's 
right hand is in a glorious eſtate : and yer 
the doctrine of the pretended preſence of 
Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt , ſubjeAts him to 
divers jgnominies, viz. that his Body goes 
into peoples bellies, and amongſt their. eX- 
crement ;. that it is ſubject to be eaten by his 
Enemies, yea by Mice and. other Beals, 
Hear what Claude de Xaintes, a famous Ra, 
miſh Doctor ſaith of it, Repet. 5-, Chap» 24 
Of all theſe. we exclude. not one from, the. tt, 
and. corporal receiving of the Lords fleſh 1 = 
Sacrament, let him be Turk,, Atheiſt, In el ox - 
Hypocrite ;, yea, though be ſhould be the, Dewl 
himſelf incarnate- It 1s alfo ſubject to be ſtoln, ? 
for about. 25 years ſince a Thief was execue? 
red at Paris for ſtealing qut of a .Church the 7 
Chalice andthis God in. it; and the;Prieft* 
wept to, the. Priſon in þis; ſacerdotal, Qrnas : 
ments, and falling. pn. his. knees before the 
Thiefs pocket ,, pulled. his. God out,:of _ if. | 
And asit is a God,, that cannot keep. himſelF 
from being ſtoln,ſo neither can he Kebp bime? 


A 
” : 


, 
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| Felf from being burnt, as it sppeared when 
the Prlace-Hall at Paris was burnt. In ſhort, 
Fhe-Hoft, or God of the Maſs, harh been 
feen in tke hands of one poſleſſed by the 
Devil, and conſequently in the Devils pow- 
er; yea, there are Charms made by the Ro- 
miſh Prieſts to compel the Devil to reſtore 
God ta them.  A' horrible and prodigions 
thing to put God iinto' the Devils power, 
and 1nto a capacity of being'eaten by the 
Devil incarnate, eſpecially, feeing he is now 
glorrous in Hcaven: 
-+ 20,, Thetwelfch Argument is drawn from 
hence : That God doth tio mifacles without 
- niecelhty: But what neceſſity' is there that 
he ſhould do ſo many mitacles'in this Sacra- 
"Ment; zz. that accidents ſhovld be without 
|| afibject ?' that the Bread ſhonld be conver- 
# ted" mto Chrifts Body, which is already ? 
 'Fhat Chriſt*s Body ſhould be ina point, and 
a hundred thouſand places at once? What 
| neceſſity is there that it ſhould” be eaten by 
* wicked men, by Beaſts, and by Devils incar- 
# nate? What neceſlity is there that ſhould it be 
[ - carried away by the'Devil, that it ſhould he 
{ ftoln, burnt, &c: Can jt be ſaid that it js for 
' | the falyation of the' Soul of hin that eats it'? 
$* But Reprobates, as our Adverſariesc6 feſs, 
{- catit too; and the Faithful under = | _ 
Wo <2 a; | eſta- 


.. { 5 
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Teſtament did -not'eat ityi'nor do'the' lirtls 
children of Believers undes the New, "ae 
yet they are faved for all that.  Canitbe 
ſaid with Bellarmin and” Perron; that theHoſt 
beingeaten, ſerves, as an incorrumtible/ſeed 
for a glorious Reſurrection ?- But/the Faith- 
, ful of the Old Teſtament, and the little 
: f- children of Believers under the New,willriſe 
again gloriouſly,, thobghithey never porti= 
4 cipated of the Euchariſt. And St. Paul tells 
7 


\ > Ae wm D<@4 _— 


us Rom.'$. that'this fzed of the reſurrection 
of our Bodies 4s not Chriſt's Fleſh, bat his 
i; | Spirit, in theſe words, Jf the $ prrig of. him 
+ that raiſed- up Feſus from the dead, bred Jour 
t he ſhall alſo quicken your mortal Bodies by! 'ljs 


y Spirit that dwelleth in; you. | 
t 21. Laſtly, The holy Scripture is cleonin | 
= this matter; for Jeſus Chriſt is aſcended-ins 


ws to:Heayen,, As 1. And the Heavens: nuft 
\a contaip; him | until the time -of reſtitution of 
+ | #hings; Atts,';. and he himſelf faith, Hleave 
ly the World: and go. ta the Father, | St. John 16. : 
* The poor ye have always with - you, but me ye - 
be have not always, St. Matth- 26. - To which * 
ve | may. added what Jeſus Chriſt ſaith+y; St... 
or Matth 244 viz. Inthe laſt days falſe Propbegs / 
t? will come that, ſhall fay, Chriſt 5 bere orithiere, » 
and thatbt is in ſecret chambers, (or —_— 
which Cannes be but by tedodrins fg 


*3. 


| 
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Romiſh Churgh; which puts Chriſt's Body in 
divers places;;and ſhuts it up in ſeveral Ca- 
* - biners ontheir Altars ;; and it is very remark- 
| ablethat inthe Greek'it-is & mpcos,' that is, 
| in the Cupboards, my4 being properly a 
{ Cupboardto keep meat in. 
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h CHAP. V. 
Againſt the adoration or worſhipping of the Hoſt. 


I. A Gainſt the adoration of the Hoſt, 1 
form three Propoſitions z The firit 
is this, We are not obliged to adore or wor- 
* ſhip God every where, or in all places 
where he is, at leaſt not with external ado- 
+ ration, but we are only obliged to worſhip 
him in all places where he appears in his 
glorious Majeſty. The firſt part ofthis Pro- 
Poſition,viz. That we are not obliged to wor. 
 Thip God in all places where he is, appears 
* by the pratice of all Chriſtians. For God be- 
- 1ngevery where, and conſequently in'Stones, 
Trees, Beaſts, Devils,and all other Creatures, 
there 1s no man ſo extravagant as to fall on 
"his knees before a Tree, an Aſs, or a Devil, 
# that he may worſhip God in them, who isas 
i really preſent. in them, ashe jsin Heaven:* 
+." 2. The ſecond part of this Propoſition, _ 
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4" 2 — » 
us - " 
_ 3 : 
, => x © gr” . ——_— ty a. » 


" Or 't'e Maſs dead and buried. 595% 


that - we are. only obliged to 'worſhip' God 
both with' internal and external adoretion in 


all- places where he —_ in his glorious ._ - 


Majclty, is proved, firſt,” by the-commands 

which Jeſus Chriſt gave his Apoſtles when 

they asked - him how they ſhould pray ; for 

he anſwers. them thus: When ye pray, /ay, Our 
Father which art.m Heaven, St. Matth. 6. St. 
Lake'r1.Why dothhe fayywhich art in Hea- 

wes, and not; which art on Earth, or in the 
Sea;' or in the-Air, ſeeing God is equally in all 
theſes places ?- But only, becauſe God ap- 
pears in Heaven in his glorious Majeſty, and 
there, crowns all: the blefled Spirits with his 
Glory. Secondly, When God appeared to 

Moſes in the burning Buſh, which was not 

conſumed, he ſaid to him, Take thy ſhoes frem 
off thy feet, for the place where thou ſtandeſt 
holy *grownd, Exod. 3. Why 1s this ground 
called holy, and Moſes a to ap- 
proach it with reverence, ſubmiſſion, and 
adoration, ſeeing any other ground is equal- 
ly God's Creature, and that he 1s equally 
preſent every where? But only, becauſe God 
did: -manifeſt ſomewhat of his Power and 
Glory! in that place, by cauſing the Buſhto 
burn without being conſumed. "Thirdly, Fo- 
ſhua and the Iſradlites did proſtrate themſelves 
before the Ark-of the Covenant, Joſhua 7. 6. 
D be- 


oy 
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© - . becauſe|,God appeared there 1in apeculiar 
and glorious manner; for, from the Mejrey} 
ſeat, winch ;coyered (it; be gaye his-Orpcles, 
and made: known. his) will;Exed: 25.22, 
Numb. 7. | 

Fourthly, When the' Prieſt, celebrates 
Maſs, a little betore the:conſecration, he re- 
commends'the /ur52 Gorda, that. isg the lift- 
ingup of their hearts; Wihy the liftrmg them 
up, ſeeing 'God 1s equally both;aboye and 
below ? but only becauſe God- appears it 
Heaven 1n his glorious Majeſty ; and canſe- 
- quently it is thither that we muſt dire&-our 
Vows, our Prayers, and our Worthip,: ..; 

3-' The. ſecond Propoſition is thits: We 
are not obliged to adore Jeſs Chriſt in the 
water of Baptiſm, though he be really there 
inregard of all that is adorable 1n him. The 
tirſt part of this Propoſition, viz. That we 
are not cbliged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in 
the Water of Baptiſm, is chiefly proved by 
the practice of all Chriſtians; tor no man 
ever fell on his knees before the Water of 
Baptiſm, and adored Jeſus Chriſt in it, at 
leaſt not with external Worſhip, which is 
only here intended ; and Joubtlel the rea- 
fon is, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt diſcovers no 
beam of his Glory there z nor doth: he ap- 
pear in the Water of Baptiſm any more tha 


in 
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in other waters ; ſo that as we are not oblis -* 
'ged to worſhip God, fave oniy where he ap- 
pears 1n his gloriousMajeſty,as hath been pro» _ * 
ved ; ſo neither are we obliged to worihip, 
Jeſus Chriſt, but only where he diſcovers, 
ſome beam of his Glory , which he doth 
not in the Water of Baptiſm. 

-:.- 4. The ſecond part of this Propoſition, 
| | wiz. That Jeſus Chriſt is really preſent in 
| the Water of Baptiſm in reſpect gf all that 


] is to be adored in him, is proved thus .: All 
that is of it ſelf adorable in Jeſus Chriſt, is 
r | either his Godhead, or his divine Perſon, or 


- his divine Attributes. As for his Godhead, 
e ſeeing it 1s really ever7 where it cannot be 
e denied but that iris alſo in the Water of 
e Baptiſm. As for his Perſon, ſeeing it is:di- 
fo vine, and eternal , and infinite, it 15 reall 
e | every where, and conſequently in the Water 
n | of Baptiſm : and as "= his divine Attry 
y | butes, ſeeing they, are not really diflereng 
n | from: the Godhead, .. or the perfon of. Jeſus 
}f | Chriſt, it neceflarily follows, that ſeeing the 
at | Godhead and Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt are 
is | really in the Water of Baptiſm, his divine 
Attributes muſt really be there likewiſe. 
.. 5. The third Propolition ts this: We are 
not obliged to adore Je{isChriſt m the Holt, 7 
though he be r$21y there in reſpect of at,* 8 
| ds tha t 
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that is to be adored in him, v:z, in reſpect of | | 


E his Godhead, his-divine Perſon, & his divine 
E Attributes ; yea, though he were there invi- 
ibly in reſpect of his Manhood too. 'The 
principal reaſon of this hath been touch up- 
on already, viz. That as we are not obliged 
to worſhip God in all places where he is (at 
teaſt not with exrernall worſhip) but there 
only where he appears in his glorious Maje- 
ſty, viz. ordinarily in Heaven, and extraor- 
dinarily elſe where, as hath been proved in 
the firſt Propoſition. And as we are not obli- 
ged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Water of 
Baptiſm with external adoration, though he 
be really there in reſpect of all that is adora- 
ble in him, becauſe he doth not diſcover the 
leaſt beam of his Glory there, nor appears 
in the Water of Baptiſm more than in other 
waters, as hath been proved in the ſecond 
Propottion : Even fo we arenot obliged to 
worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt with exter- 
 - nal adoration although he be there in re- 
Z - ſpect of all that is to be adored in him, yea, 
"3 Souþh he were there in reſpect of his Man- 
Hood too ; becauſe Jeſus Chriſt doth not dif- 
«cover any beam of his glory there, nor doth 
he appear i the conſecrated Hoſts any more 


= than in thoſe'that arenot conſecrated ; for 


no man can diſtinguiſh the one from the 0- 


ther, 


| 
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ther. And as for his Manhood: which is © 
pretended to be there invilibly; I fay that 
there 1s no ſenlible mark of its preſence, 
and conlequently nothing which obligeth 
x us to external worſhip , tor the ſame rea- 
ſon as is already alledged; for 1f the in- 
l vilible preſence of the Godhead, divine 
© 7 Perſon, and divine Attributes of Jeſus 
F Chrilt which are of themſelves adorable, 
do not oblige us toexternal worſhip in tho 
, Water of Biptiſin, why ſhould the Man- 
- hood of Jett Clrilt, which 1snot of ir 
q | telk adorable, ob'ig2 us to external adora- 
&  tioax though it were 10 the Hoſt, it beiag 
there only, as they ſay, invilibly ? Ina 
- word, They muſt ſhew us the diſparity, 
: and tell us the reaſon why we are not ob- 
C liged to adore Jeſus Chriſt with external 
] warſhip in the Water of Baptiſm, though 
? he b2 reall y there preſent in reſpect of all 
that which 1s ad orable in him, v/z.1n re- 
- ſpe ot his Gcdhead, his divine Perſon, 
5 and his divine A ttributes, and: yet are-ob- I 
A liged to worſhip Jefits Chriſt in the Hoſt JF 
s with an external worſhip, though nothing JF 
» renders him m ore adorable there thanin | 
e 

r 


— 


th e water of Baptiſm. 1 
6. To this the Jcfuite S. Rigant, one of | 
the mcſt wird of his Order. , anſwers, 


D 3. That © 


we * 
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- That although there be nothing in the con- 
* ſecrated Hoſt that renders him more adora- 
ble than in the Water of Baptiſm ; yer there 
1s ſomething in the Hoſt which obligeth us 
to external worſhip, which is not in the 
Water of Baptiſm ; becauſe, faith he , the 
Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt is in the Hoſt, and 
is there in ſtead of a ray of glory ; and 
God - will be adored in all places , where 
the Manhood perſonally united to the God- 
head , 15 preſent : But in the Water of Ba- 
ptiſm Jeſus Chriſt diſcovers no beam of 
his glory, and his Manhood, waich 1s equi- 
valent to a ray of glory , is not there, 

7. 'To this I reply, That the rays or 
beams of glory which oblige us to exter- 
nal adoration in a certain place , mult be 
ſenſ1bly in that place. And therefore ſeeing 
the Manhood of Jeſus Chriſt which #s pre- 
tended and ſuppoſed ty be really pref. nt in 
the Hoſt ; is neither vittble nor ſenſible, it 
cannot bz equivalent to a beam of glory. 
To which I add, Thar as the Godhead 
and Divine perſon of Jeſus Chriſt which are 
equally preſent in the Water of Bap :im, 
”and in the Hoſt, do not oblige us t ex- 
ternal worſhip, for this only reaſo2, vis. 
becauſe they do rint diſcover any ray of their 


glory there : fo neither doth the Manhood 
| of 


= 


. 
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of "Jeſus Chriſt, pretended and ſuppoſed'to 
be * really preſent in the Hoſt, oblige us to- 
external adoyartion, for this only! reafon, vial 
becauſe 1t aj ppears not there, nor diſtovers 
any 'ray of its ory.” Laſtly; Tafhrm vhat 
by the very doctrine and practice of the 
Romiſh Church it ſelf, we are not obliged 
to adore. Jeſus -Chritt in all places w here 
his Manhood is, /becanſe, as the Remiſh Do- 
Ctors - confeſs 3, wa arc riot obliged to adore 
Jeſus Chriſt in that Holt which the/Prieir” 

hath newly caten, and whoſe accidents ac 
not yet deſtroyed; nor in that-Holt which 

15 lockt up in the Cupboard that is on -the 
Altar ;\ nor in that hoſt which a Prielt car- 
ries. Under this: Cloak to a - ftck prey 1n 

the Country. 

8.:T'o this the ſame ]cfuite'an{wers, T hat 
although the glory of Chrilts Manhood, ap- 
pears not to our bodily eyes, yer it appears 

to! the eyes of our ſoul, viz. to our Faith; 
for "the greateſt glory of Chriſts Manhood 
confilts 1n its being perſonally. uniced to the 
Godhead , and 1 being ſaſtained ina PC- 
cular manner by the W ord. Suppoſe then, 
ſays he, that Teſus Ch rilt bein the Hoſt; 
we are ſure that it s perſonally united to 
the Godheady and.conſequently, the glory of 
Chriſts Mankood, which" conſiſts in this 
ÞD 4 pr 
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perſonal union, doth certainly appear to 
our Faith, which is ſufficient to oblige us 
to an external adoration of Jeſus Chriſt in 
the Holt. 

9. To this I reply, That there is a-two- 
fold glory of God, and of ſefus Chriſt, or 
of his Manhood, wiz. the one eſſential, in- 
ternal, and hid from our ſenſes ; the other 
accidental, external and apparent to.our 


wenles, : the eflential and internal glory of 


God which is hid from our ſenſes, conliſts 
in the eminence of his perteCtions, which are 
to be infinite, almighty, moſt wiſe, &c. and 
the accidental and external glory of | God, 
which appears to our ſenſes, conlilts 1n ſome 
miraculous. and extraordinary effect, which 
is ſen(:ble; as v-hen God cauſed a Buſh to 
burn without being conſumed ; when he 
pronounced his Oracles from above the 
Mercy-ſeat; and when, being made man, 
and having manifeſted hiniel mn the fleſh, 
he commanded the Winds and the Waves, 
caſt out Devils, raiſed the dead; ec. Bur 
I airm that we are-not obliged to wor- 
ſhip God with an external adoration 1n all 
places where he is, in his eſſential and in- 
rernal glory only, although it appears 


to our Faith ; becauſe God being every: . 


where with thus elſ:atial and internal glo- 


»# 
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ry , we ſhould be obliged to worfhip im 
with an external adoration in 'Trees,-n 
Beaſts, yea, and in Devils too, which is ab- 
ſurd : But we are only obliged to worſhip 
God with external worſhip in all places 
where he makes his efſential and internal 
glory appear by ſome accidental and exters 
nal glory, viz. by ſome miraculous or 
extraordinary eftect, which is ſenſibe, and 
equivalent to a ray of his eflential and in-' 
ternal glory , as appears by what 1s ſaid in 
the firit Propoſition. In like manner the 
perſonal union of the Godhead and Man- 
hood , being an eflential glory of Jeſus 
Chriſt, and an internal glory of his Man- 
hood, - wholly hid from our ſenſes, doth 
not oblige us to the external adoration of 
Jeſus Chriſt, although it. certainly appears 
to our Faith, except 1t be accompanied 
with an. external and ſen{ible glory ; far 
it the eflential and internal glory of the 
Godhead and divine perſon of Jeſus Chriſt, 
which appear equally preſent to our Faith 
in the Water of Baptiſm, do not oblige. us 
to an external adoration of Jefus Chrift ,, 
except it be accompanied with an acciden=. 
tal, external and ſen(ible glory 5 why ſhould: 
the internal glory of Chriſt's Manhoods 


which 1s mfnutely beneath the eflential and. 


D 5 internal 
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Internal glory. of the Godhead, and appears 
preſent to the Faith of thoſe of the Romiſh 


Church; vblige them to the external ado-. 


ration of Jeſus Chriſt, it it be ſeparated 
fromall external and ſen{ible glory ? Tothis 
I: add, "Thar according to the doctrine and 

rau&ice of the Romijh Church, we are not 
obliged. to adore-Jeſus Chriſt with external 
adoration in all places where the perſonal 
union of the Manhood with the Word, ap- 
_ to the Faith of thoſe of that Church; 

r we are not obliged to adore Jeſus Chriſt 
in that Hoſt which a Prieſt hath newly ſwal- 
lowed ; nor in that Hoſt whichis lockt up; 
nor in that Hoſt which a Prieſt carries un- 
' der his Cloak to a fick perſon inthe Coun- 
try; although the eflential glory of Jeſus 
Chriſt, and the internal glory of his Man- 
hood (which this Jeſuite makes to conſiſt 
In the perſonal union of the Manhood with 
the Word) appear certain to the Faith of 
thoſe of the Romiſh Church. 

Io. 'To this the Jefuite anſwers, That 
as if we wo uld obtain any grace f-om God, 
conſidered. as he really exitts in a ſtone, we 
ſhould be obliged to proſtration and exter- 
mal. worſhip s Godhead realy preſent 
-n that ft ne :f, if we would obtain any 


"grace from Jeſus Chriſt really exiſting in 


; x 


s 
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the Hoſt, we are obliged to approach unto * 
it with reverence, and external adoration; 
and conſequently we are obliged to wor- 
ſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt” with exter- 
= adoration whenſoever we- would ob- 
tain any grace from him as he exiſts in 
wa __ 

To thisI reply, Thatas we are ne- 
ver "abCncd to beg grace of God , as he ex- 
ilts ina ſtone, _ he diſcovers Gene beam 
of his glory there, (for it 18 ſuthcient to beg 
grace of God conſidered as he exiſts in 
heaven, where he appears 1n his glorious 
Majelty, according to the command of Te- 
fus Chrilt, when je pray, ſay, Our Father 
which art in heaven, and according to the 
command of the Apoſtle, lift up your 
bearts)- ſo. we are never obliged to. beg 
grace of. God. or Jeſus Chriſt, conſidered 
asexiſting in the Holt, becauſe he diſcovers 
no.ray of his glory there; but 1t 15 ſufficient 
t9 Beg gre ce of God ſh Telus Chriſt, con» 
hadered as exiſting in heaven, becauſe he 

always appears there in his glorious Maje- 
{ty. Therefore as we are never obliged ta 
beg grace of God conſidered | as exiſting 
in a (tone, ſo we'are never obliged to-adore 
him there: ant as' we are never obliged to 
"Eg 8 grace of God or Jeſis Chriſt, conſt 
dered 
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- dered as exiſting in the Hoſt, fo we are ne- 
yer obliged to adore him there with exter- 
nal adoration. 

I 2, Tothis the Jeſu:te anſwers, That God 
hath done many miracles by his Sacrament, 
and 1n it; both by puniſhing prophane per- 
ſons, and the deſpiters of tt, and alſo by 
making a little child appear upon the Altar, 
or fleſh in ſtead of the bread , or blood in 
ſtead of the wine: all which ought to be 
acknowledged as ſo many rays of the g glory 
of Chriſt's Manhood, :nd that they ever 
oblige us to the externalXdoration of Jeſus 
Chriſt in the hoſt. 

12. To this I reply, That 1 donot at all 
doubt but that God hath many times 
puniſhed prophane perſons, and the con- 
temners of this Sacrament , both ordinari- 
ly and extraordinarily ; for St. Paul 1 Cor. 
x1, tells us that many of thoſe that did re- 
ceive this Sacrament unworthily , were 
fick, and many ſlept, that is, were dead : 
and St. Cyprian in the Treatiſe of thoſe that 
fall, obſerves God's judgment againſt wic- 
ked and prophane perſons , and the con- 
temners of this Sacrament. But as for 
thoſe apparitions of Jeſus Chriſt in form of 
a child, and of fleſh and blood, &&c. Hook 
on them as fabulous ſtories invented by 
Monks 
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Monks and other ſuperſtitious perſons, 'a- 
bove ſeven 'or eight hundred years after 
Chriſt, when the Doftrine of the real pre- 
ſence of Chriſt's Manhood in the Hoſt, began 
to prevail, and was powerfully oppoſed by 
Gods People in thoſe days. 

14. Secondly, I ſay , That although 
there had been fuch apparitions, yet we muſt 
not infer from thence, either the preſence 
of Chriſts Manhood, or external xþ axon 
becauſe that 1s not Chrilts fleſh which ſeems 
to be ſo; and theſe apparitions may be 1|- 
luſions of the Devil. The Jeſuit Vaſques 
in Diſput. 1973. chap. 2. ſpeaks thus. I 
phat, That hich =_ ev bs os the fleſh of 
Chrift, nor of any other that is really fleſh; 
but it is only an effigies , or appearance f 
fleſh; as Sr. Thomas ſaith : aud whereas the 
ſample are deceived, and do believe that Chriſts 
freſh is there in a diviſible and bloody manner, 
it is 0 great matter; and this deceit muſt be 
corretFed by the right inftruftion of the Doc- 
tors. Gabriel Biel, a famous Doctor of - 
the Romiſh Church , Leſſon 5 1. upon the 
Canon of the Maſs, ſaith, that ſuch appa= 
ritions of fleſh and blood may be made by the 
alluſions of the Devil, to decerue the ſimple , 
God permitting it to be ſo ;, and he gives ar 
example of it, viz. That in a convent of 
, ah Earn 4 Adoep 
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Ming Priers at Yiennes in Thuringi, 4 
certain. perſon ike wnto an Angel, appeared 
t0..a i Lay-Frier that as preparing himſelf 
or the Commia1on, and thruſt into bis mouth 
@ piece gf fleſh which as ſoon as he had ſwal- 
lowed, he was poſſeſſed, and grievouſly tor- 

mented by the Devil. The Jeluite Suarez, 
Tom. 3. Diſþ. 55. Set. 3. ſpeaks thus. Ex- 
perience tells us that by length of time this fleſh 
and this blood which appear in the Euchariſt, 
' are changed and corrupted. But when this 

happens, faith that famous Romyſh Dottor 

Alexander Hales, Sent." 4. . Queſt, 11. It s 

2 ſan that the apparition watch was made 

in dat form, was not mad? by the power of 
God, but by the power of the Devil, or by 
the craft of- man. 

15. Thirdly, It it were as true as it is 
falſe, that Jeſus Chriſt hath appeared ſome- 
times 1n. the Sacrament of the Euchariſt in 
the form. of a little child, or of fleth and 
of . blood ; yer I fay, that as God, when 
he appeared to 1M/es in the Buſh that burn- 
ed. without being conſumed, was to be- 
worſhipped. there, for this only reaſon, be 
cauſe he. diſcovered a beam of his glory by 
cauling the..Buſh- to bura without being 
conſumed ; but it doth not follow that God 
muſt be worſhipped in all other Buſhes, 
| | | though 
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though he be as really in them as he was itt 
that , for this only reaſon, becauſe he doth 
| not diſcover in them any ray of his glory? 
| ft, if Jeſus Chriſt hath ſometimes ap- 
peared vifibly in the Hoſt (which I do-not 
grant) I think then he ſhould have been 
4 worſhipped, - becauſe of ſuch a viſible ap- 
earance, Which is equivalent to a ray of 
glory ; but it follows not that Jeſus Chriſt 
muſt be adored: in other Hoſts, where his 
Manhood appears not, though it be really 
ſ there , for this only reaſon, becauſe no ray 
l of his glory appears there. 
16. To the three foregoing Propoſitions 
I add this Argument, which ts very conft- 
derable :- In lawtul adoration it is requiſite 
that he that adores , be well aflured'that 
what he adores 1s the true God, -elſt he 
> may juſtly be reproached, as Jeſus Chit 
reproached the woman of Sama#ia, Ye wors 
ſhip ye know not what. But the Romaniſts 
ear never be aſſured (according ta their 
own maxims) that the Hoſt which they 
worſhip is the true God ; and they have 
always cauſe to ſuſpect that they worſhip 
a morfel of Bread in ſtead of the Redeem- 
er of the World ; becauſe according'to 
| their own Doctrine, the real preſence of 


Chriſts body in the Hoſt depends on laws 


-- 
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ful conſecration ; and lawful conſecration 
depends on the quality of the Prieſt, and' 
on the pronouncing of the words of conſe- 
cration , and on his intention in pronoun- 
cing them; for there is no conſecration (as 
they ſay ) when either he that celebrates 
Maſs is no Prieſt, or doth not pronounce 
the words that are eflentially requiſite to 
confecraiion , vis. this zs my body, &c. or 
doth not pronounce them with intention 
to conſecrate; and conſequently 1n theſe 
caſes the Hoſt -remains. meer bread. But 
it 15 impoſſible certainly to know theſe three 
things: For as for the quality of the Prieſt, 
he muſt have been baptized ; and he that 
baprized him muft have obſerved the ef- 
ſential form of Baptiſm, and have had ins 
tention to baptize him: Again he muſt 
have received Ordination from-a true Biſh- 
op; and the Biſhop muſt have obſerved 
the eſſential form of Ordination, and have 
had intention 'to make him a Prieſt ; and 
to make this Biſhop a true Biſhop, he muſt 
haye been baptized in due form, and with 
the requiſite antention, and muſt have re- 
ceived Ordination in due form, and with 
the requiſite intention from other Biſhops ; 
and they again, for the making them-true- 
alſo have received Baptiſta and 

Ordination 
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Ordination in due form , and with the re- 
quilite intention , from other true'Biſhops, 
- and'theſe from others, and 10 back to the 
Apoſtles. But who can be aflured that 
from the Apoſtles to a Bithop, or Prieſt, 
now adays there hath been no failing, ei- 
ther in the eſſential form of Baptiſm or Or- 
dination, or in the requiſite intention ? As 
for the pronouncing of the words requiſite 
to-conſecration, none' but the Prieſt can 
know whether he hata pronounced them 
or not, becauſe in the celebration of the 
Maſs, thoſe words are pronounced fo ſoft- 
ly , that no perſon preſent can hear them. 
And as for the intention, it is evident thar 
no man but himſelf can know it. Be- 
ſides, It is known that ſome Prieſts are 
Magicians, as Lewis Goffredi, and other 
wicked Prieſts, who do neither conſecrate 
in dae form, nor with the requiſite inten- 
tion , eſpecially ſuch as believe nothing of 
what they profeſs; yea, divers Monks and 
Prieſts that have beenconverted to our Re- 
ligion, have affured us that for a long time 
before their converſion they did abhor the 
Idolatry that was pra*tifed in the adoration 
of the hoſt. Judge: then if ſach perſons 
as theſe had any intention to conſecrate in 


the celebration af the Maſs. 
17. The 
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17. The Romiſh Doctors have fought all ; 
the remedies imaginable to prevent this 
danger. Pope Adrian weſt. 2Apeaks thus : 
In the adoration of the Enchariſt there is al- 
Ways a tacite condition, viz. ifi the*conſecra- 
tron be duly made ; (as hath been decided at 
the Council of Conſtance ) otherwiſe they 
could not be excuſed from idolatry, that eor-- 
oa the Hoſt hen the Prieſt pretends to Ce- . 
lebrate, but Celebrates nt; or pretends ro Ce- 
lebrate and is no Prieſt , as it many times 
. happens. Obſerve theſe words', it manj 
tromes happens 5 for they {hew that there 18 
great cauſe of doubting, and that-much 
caution muſt be uſed; For, as if 'a wo- 
man, in her husbands'abſence, 'ſhould fay 
to a man that comes to her, and tells her 
he is her husband, (and fhe hath probable 
grounds to ſuſpe&t him ) If thou art my 
_ huxband IT will receive thee, and thereupon 
endeavours to clear it before ſhe.admits him 

to any privacy ; this condition frees her 
promiſe from blame but if the - gives her 
felf up to him, before ſhe clears this doubt, 
ſaying, I will receive thee if thou art my hus- 
band, this condition doth not free her aCti- 
on from blame, but ſhe will be reputed ah 
adulterefs. Even fo if 'a man to whgnt' an 


Hoſt is propoſed to'be/adored;.and he hath 


reaſon 
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reaſon to doubt whether it ought to be-a* 
dored, ſhould :gnly fay, If thou art Chrift 
I will. adore thee, and ſhould not adore it 
before he be well afſured of it, this con- 
dition would render him blamelefs ; bur if, 
notwithſtanding his doubt, he adores it, 
this condition, if thou art Chriſt, I adore 
thee, doth not exempt him. from the crime 
of Idolatry ; for to what purpoſes 1s the 
condition, whether it be tacite, or expreſt,, 
I adore thee if thou art Chriſt, becaule he 
actually adores it, without knowing whe- 
ther it be {o or nat ? 

18. To what hath been ſaid, I add, That 
the Primitive Chnrch never adored the Hoſt 
nor believed that the. body. and blood-of 
Chriſt were really / and invifibly in-the'Sas 
crament of the Euchariſt ; for if the Chri- 
ſtiats of the-Primitive Church had” be- 
heved it, they had furniſhed the Heathens 
with ſpecious pretences to excuſe the Ido- 
latry of their Image-worſhip,' and. to're- 
tort upon the. Chriſtians thoſe very argu- 
ments whuch they had made uſe of againſt 
them. 

19. Firſt, The Heathens did maintain 
that their Idols were compoſed - of two 
things, viz. of a viſible Image and 'an n- 
vibtble Deity dwelling in it. They bring 


their 
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in Atrep. into their baſe images of wood and 
ſtone, and ſhut them up there as in a priſon. 
Your gods , ſaith Arnobius Book 6. dwell in 


Plaiſter and baked Earth, and, that they may ' 


make theſe materials more venerable, they ſuf- 
fer themſelves to be ſhut up, and to remain 
hid and detained in an obſcure priſon. But 
might not the Heathens have juſtly replied 


to the Ancient Chriſtians, it they had be- ' 


heved what the Romiſh DoCtors do now 
adays; And do not you believe the yery 
ſame of your H5ſt, that it is compoſed of 
two things, viz. of the viſible ſpecies of 
bread, and the invifible body of Chriſt, 
which is hid under the ſpecies ? Doth not 
your Chriſt dwell in baked dough, and 
that he may make a peice of bread more 
venerable, doth he not ſuffer himſelf ts be 
{hut up, and doth he not;remain hid, as in 
a ptiſon ? 

20. Secondly, The Heathens held that 
conſecration was the means whereby the 
Deity . which they adored, was made pre- 
ſent in the Image. So Tertullian im hs 
- Apolog. chap. 12. ſaith, I find nothing to 0b- 
Jett againſt Images, but that the matter of them 
i ſuch as our Frying-pans and Kettles are 
made of, which changeth its deſtiny by conſe- 


CYallon, 


'F 
their gods, ſaith St. Chryſoftom in Theodorer. * 
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eration. And Minutins Felix ſpeaks thus of 
a Pagan Image, 'Behold it 1s melted, forged, 
faſhioned, and yet is not God ; behold 3t 'ts 
ulded, Fiſhed, erefted, and yet is not God; 
3ehold it is adorned, conſecrated , and wer- 
ſhip d, and then it js God. And Arnobius 
7 Book 6. Dedication or Conſecration makes 
them dwell in Images, they refuſe not to dwell 
in habitations of Earth, or rather , bem 
forced to go mto them by the right of Dedt: 
cation, they are incorporated, and joyned to the 
Images. But might not the Heathens have 
replied to the Chriſtians thus ; We find 
it. juſt ſo iR your Euchariſt, viz. that the 
ſigns are of the fame matter with our 
common Bread and Wine, but change their 
deſtiny by conſecration; behold it is knead- 
ed, and moulded, and yet it is not God; 
behold it is baked im the Oven, and yet 
it 15 not God; behold it is conſecrated and 
adored, and then it is God; for your Chrift 
doth not refuſe to enter into rheſe earthly 
matters, or rather, being forced to go into 
them by the right of conſecration, he is 
incorporated and joyned to the ſpecies of 
the Bread and Wine? | 
21. Thirdly, The Heathens had borh 
great and little Images , and did bclieve 
that the Deity, which they worthipped, 


Lil 
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was ,as well if" the little as in the great | 
- ones. : Arnobizzs 1n, Book , 6. jeers;them for 
* this, faying, that If their Gods had their 


great. and \little-Images in which they dwelt, 


they muſt needs be ſtraightned for want \of 


roem in. the little ones, whereas in the great 
ones they might ſtretch themſelves out at their 
full | length. But might not- the Heathens 
bave reproached the Chriſtians of thoſe 
times -4n the ſame manner if they had be- 
heved that” Jeſus Chriſt had been wholly 
contained as well in a little Hoſt as in a 
eat one, and as well in thelcaſt part of 
the Hoſt as in the greateſt? | 
. 22:Laſtly,'The. Heathens were reproach- 
ed for worlhipping. Wogd and Stone, the 
work of mens hands ; things that .cannot 
ſee, - hear, ſmell, taſte, breath, ſpeak, or 
move ; things .expoſed to age, ruſt, cor- 
ryption, duſt, falling, breaking, burning, 
&c.-to the injuries of Worms; Mice, and 
other Bealts; ſabjet to the power-of Ene- 
mies, to be ſtoln, lockt up:, &c. as you 
may. read in Arnoous, Lattantins, Mi 
nutizes Felix, and other ancient Doctors of 
the Church. Bur if :thoſe ancient Chrilti- 
ans had believed what the Romaniſts now 
do, -might nor the Heathens have replied 
thus? And can you deny that the-Holt which 


you 


: 
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*- you worſhip - is the wor "of 2 mans hand Þ > : * IN 
-that montded- ir; and pave it fachaform” 2s 
"a3 pleaſed him, ; and /then; gonſecrated it 


with certain words to make your Chriſt 
come "in into it whol&'and'entire.? Do-not 
you adore your Hoſt, which neither ſees, 
nor: 'hears , nor frnells. nor: breaths, nor. 
walks ,. nox;ſpeaks, nor moyes ? Is yot Four 
Hoſt fubjeG} rv age, dull falling, byrning., 
to; eons a to Mice, and. other. Beaſts ?Is. 
it. g0t lubje to. be taken away, ſtolen, lockt 
up 3:6. Butaf it be faid that the accidents 
of the, Haſkare auly. fubjedt to theſe incon- 
Vegugneeig and\ not; Jeſis Chriſt that.1s uns 
der..theins; 1 agfiver..that the Heathens had 
faid\rhe..  famez wi.\that their Gods were 


_—_ ſubject to theſe inconveniences, but the 


Images only. iv. which they were; for-in 
Arnobizs bh 6. Book, they ſpeak chus: We 
beligxe not the, Copper,Gold, and Sikver wbere- 
& the Inpages are made, to be Gods and Det- 
ties, that of themſelves. deſerve. adoration\; 
but in theſe materials we adore thoſe that ſa: 
cred dedication introduceth , and cauſeth 1q 
eve in the Images 
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r. Ti taking awa ay of KeEucharitica 
Cup was cfta iſhedfas/an Argcle of 
Faith by the Romjh Church 1 
afſembled; in” Council” at Cab 
14.15. ' Seſjoi* 14. ind n, 
clauſes whereof (Re theſe: "lean thas/in dis 
vers parts of the Warldthere be ſome whi#aſh- 
7 preſunit ro, ſay,; that Chys He 
0 partake” of the' Sutcramii " tbe 
fu! both fo ecres of the Hl and Fine, 
and do groe the Community to, La 
net onl thy br tÞe (pecies bf the Pl Tr ak 
Pen fer the ſpecies of the Wn bh this ſert 
al C "ountil of of ly af 
rows ir the name of the' Fbly F ſeen mg 
6 en to provide for the \ſafery\uf FF faith 
ful againſt this errour, "doth therefore declare, 
decree,” tmd determine., thus although Feſus 
Chriſt did adminiſter Ks Veer ableSarrament - 
to his Diſciples under both the ſhecies of Bread 
Wie; and althiugh p the Primitive ad 
Charch- tht F eithful WS receit this Sacrd- 
ment under both ſheeies, yet Bt > 
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ſcandals) this cuſtom, which was introduced _> 
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the avoiding of certain dangers and * 


with reaſon, ought to be kept, viz. that Priefts 
that ſay Maſs ſhall communicate under both * 


; the ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, but that 


Lay-perſons ſhall communicate under the ſpecies 
of Bread only: and they that ſhall ſay the 
contrary , ought to be expelled as Hereticks', 
and grievouſly puniſhed by the Biſhops, or their 
Officials ; "This Canon was confirmed by 
the ſucceeding Remmſh Councils, and. parti- 


_cularly by the Council of Trent. 


2, Againſt ſo horrible a Canon and {6 
ſtrange a Law, it is very difficult to oppoſe 
any. thing ; for , if you tell them thatthis 
Law is contrary to the Inſtitution and com- 
mand of Jeſus Chriſt , they freely confeſs 
it;. ſeeing that although Jeſus Chriſt d1d 


inſtitute and adminiſter the Euchariſt under - : 


both ſpecies, yet they will -not have to 
practiſed. It you tell them that this Law 
15 contrary to the command of St. Paul, and 
practice ob the Primitive Church, they in- 
geniouſly own it ; for they openly. declare, 
that alchoughhe Faithful in the Primitive 
Church did receive the Sacrament of-the 


, Euchariſt under both ſpecies, yet they that 


practiſe it thus , .ought ro be expelled and 
puniſhed as Hereticks. Thus 1s the true va | 


- " COS 
PR » we” R - 
"I - *_- LE 


S = 4 
. Cx 


IS Py - 4 
ot LAT " 5 
* 


of ending all Controverſies, and of keeping 
us from diſputing with them. For ex- 
ample, If we alledge that St. Paul, 1 Tims. 

4. fatth, that they bo. forbid to marry, and 
command to abſtain from meats, do teach the 
dofFrines of Devils; they need only anſwer, 
That although St. Paul doth ſay fo, yet we 
muſt not believe it , becauſe the Romiſh 
Church hath determined otherwiſe. Again, 
If we alledge, "That the fame Apoſtle 
Epheſ. 2. ſaith, that we are ſaved by grace, 
through faith; and that not of our [ebves, it x 
the gift of God ; not of works, leaſt any man 
ſhoul7 boaſt ; they need only anſwer , That 
although this was written by the Apoſtle , 
yet -we muſt not believe it, becauſe- the 
Romiſh Church hath determined , that we 
are ſaved by works and faith as coming 
from *our ſelves , and from the ſtrength of 
our own free will, &c. And now 1 leave 
you to judge whom we ought to follow, 


whether theſe lying DoCtors, or Jeſus 


Chriſt and his Apoſtles. But that which 
T find -utterly inſupportable 1s this, wx. 


that they accuſe of raſhneſs, errour, and 
herefe, "thoſe that by obeying Jeſus Chriſt 


and his Apoſtles, and following the'prac- 
tice of the: Primitive Church » do afhrm © }- 
that we ought to partake of the Cup as _ 
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inſufferable piece of impudence, that they 
boaſt ſo much of Rates <9 and of the con- 
formity of their Creed to that of the pri- 
mitive Church , and yet can fo openly re- 
nounce both in this chief and principal point 
of doctrine. 

. Here the Rowiſh Doftors now adays 
think to ſhelter themlelves, By telling us 
it js true that Jeſus Chriit did an{tizute the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt under both the 
ſpecies of the Bread and Wine : and that 
the Primitive Church d:d fo celebrate it, 
not by any expreſs command af Jeſus 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles, but meerly by Ec- 
cleliaſtical policy, which may be changed, 
as ſeveral occalions and circumſtances re- 
quire. . And they add, That it is fufhcient 
to obſerve that which isof the eſſence of the 
Sacrament,viz.to receive the body and bload 
of Chriſt ; but that rhe Church may.change 
that which 1s accidental,v:z. to receive them 
under both the ſpecies, or under ane ſpecies: 
only. ; for they will have it, that the blood of 
Chrift is under the ſpecies of Bread , by 
concomitance, and that his body is under 
the ſpecies of the Wine by concomitance ; 


becauſe Jeſus Chriſt being now glorious, ks. 


body and blood cannot be ſeparated. 
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F well as *of the Bread. Again, I fnd it an 
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- 4. To this I reply, Firſt, That there is an 
exprels command of Jeſus Chriſt to take 
the Cup and drink, St. Marth. 26. in theſe 
words, drink ye all of it. Tothis the. Re- 
iſh DoEtors anſwer, 'That the word all 1s 
not extended ro all men ; for then we 


ſhould fay that the Euchariſtical Cup ought , 


to be given to Turks, Fes, and all other 
Infidels. And they add, that the word all 
doth not extend to all thoſe that are of the 
body of the Church of the Elect , for then 
the Euchariſtical cup ſhould be given to lit- 
tle children, whom God hath elected to 
eternal life : But ſay they, the word all is 
. extended only to all thoſe , to whom Jeſus 
Chriſt gave the cup, wiz. to the Apoſtles, 
con{idered as they were Paſtors. 

5. To thisI reply, That although Jeſi 
Chriſt gave this command to drink of the 
Euchariftical cup to his Apoſtles only, yet 
we muſt know in what quality they received 
this command : But it was not in the qua- 
lity of Apoſtles, for then none but Apoltles 
could partake of the cup ; and there being 
now no more Apoſtles, it ſhould be quite 
taken away, and ſo Maſs could beno more 


celebrated. And it was not in quality of . |. 


Paſtors,- or ſacrifcing Prieſts ; for Jeſus - 


Chriſt was then the only Sacrificer, as the 
s Romiſh 


, Vate perſons to recerve only : But the A- 


. ſter and Paſtor: Therefore they received 


Prieſts that ſacrifice, *have a right to drink 


Or the Maſs dead and buried. 87 7? 
Romiſh Do&tors ſay, and the Apoſtles did - ® 
not then exerciſe the Function of facri- 
ficing Prieſts. Beſides, it belongs to Paſtors, 
and thoſe that adminiſter the Sacraments, 
being publick perſons, to give, and tg pri- 


ſtles in the celebration of the Euchariſt , 
did only receive of Jeſus Chriſt their Ma- 


the command to drink of the cup , as they 
were Believers. hence it follows thar 
all the faithful that partake of the Sacra 
ment of the Euchariſt , are obliged by the 
command of Jeſus Chriſt to drink vf the 
cup. So then the Romiſh DoGtors are miſ- 
taken when they tell us that none but 


of the cup, and that: thoſe Prieſts that do 
not aicrifies mult communicate under the 
ſpecies of the Bread only, for at that time 
the Apoſtles did not facrifice. To this may 
be added, that it the command of Jeſus 
Chriſt,” drink ye all of it, was ſpoken to 
Paſtors only, becauſe they ro whom Chriſt 
ſpake were Paſtors; then it follows that the 
command of Jeſus Chriſt ,, Take, eat, was 
ſpoken to Paſtors only,becauſe they towhom 
Jeſus Chriſt ſpake were Paſtors ; and fo the 
people will not be obliged by any command 

E. 3 10-- <3 
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” to communicate under the ſpecies of the 
bread, and conſequently will be wholly de- 
prived of the Sacrament, which is very ab- 
furd, and contrary to Chriſtian Religion. 
6+ Secondly, Ifay, That in 1 Cor. 1. 
there is an expreſs command to all the 
Faithful to drink of the Cup, in theſe words, 
Let a man examine him{elf, and ſo let him eat 
of this Bread, and drink of this Cup. In 
which words the Apoſtle ſpeaks to all Be- 
lievers, who, no doubt, have cauſe to ex- 
amine themſelves. And this 18 apparent , 
becauſe St. Paul direfts bis Eprſtle (and 
conſequently theſe words) to all thoſe of 
the Church of Corinth , as-well Lay-men 
as Eccleſiaſtical ; for in chap. x. werſ. 2. he 
directs it to all that in every place call upon 
the name of Feſus Chriſt our Lord. To this 
I add, "That Jeſus Chriſt doth not only ſay, 
as often 2s ye eat this bread, but alſo, 4s often 
as ye drink this cup, ye do ſhew the Lords 
death till he come; fo that we do as much 
commeinorate Chriſts death by partaking 
of the cup in the Euchariſt, as we do by 
partaking of the bread. And this is very 
proper ; tor ſeeing that nor only the body 
of Chriſt was broken , bur alſo his blood 
thed on the Croſs; hd thatiin every : pro- 
pitiation and expiation for ſin, the _ 
| Q 
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Of blood was very conſiderable { becauſe it 
repreſents death better than any thing elſe 
doth) it is certain that they do not celebrate 
the memory of Cariits death as they ought, 
that do not partake of this part of the Sa- 
crament, whereby only we commemorate 
the effulton of Chrilt's blood. 

7. Thirdly, I fay, that m the diſpute a- 
bout the Euchariſt, our Adverfaries do al- 
ledge to us the words of Tefus Chriſt in 


chap. 6. of St. Fobw's Goſpel, Except ye drink 


the blood of the Son of man, ye have no life in 
Jeu. Why then do they deprive the peo- 


ple of life, by taking the cup from them, 
and hindring them from drinking? And 
it 15not at all to the purpoſe here to alledge 
Cconcomitance , 
taking Chriſt's body under rhe ſpecies of the 
bread , we take his blood alſo, becaule "ts 
inſeparable from his body. For, to this [ 
anſwer, Firſt, "That ro take Chriſts blcad 


in taking the Hoſt , is not to drink it : But 


Jeſus Chriſt ſaith expreſly, Except a man 
drink his blood he hath no life in him: Se- 
condly,'I ſay, That although in ſome places 


by the body, ſhould be meant the body and 
blood too, yet it could not be in thoſe 


places where a manifeſt diſtintion is made * 


between the body and the blood ; But an 
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and to tell us that- by. 


the. 
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the Sacrament of the Euchariſt this diſtin- 
ion 1s very apparent ; for Jeſus Chriſt gave 
firſt the Sacrament and ſign of his body in 
theſe words, Take, eat, this 1s my body quhich 
zs broken for you ; and then ſeparately the 
Sacrament of his blood, in theſe words , 
Drink ye all of it, for this is my blood, which 
zs ſhed for you. And he not only ſpeaks of 
' them ſeparately, but repreſents them as re- 
ally ſeparated in his death, for he ſaith, my 
body broken for you, and my blood ſhed for you. 
In which words there is no place for conco- 
mitance; for the body broken by divers 


wounds doth not contain the blood, and the 


blood being ſhed, is not contained in the 
body. Alſo our Adverfaries affirm , that 
the facramental words do operate that 
which they ſignifie ; But by their own con- 
feflion, ' they ſignifie the ſeparation of 
Chriſts body from his blood, as Card. Per- 
ron acknowledgeth in his reply to the King 
of Great Britain, pag, 1108. in theſe words, 
The ſcope of the entireneſs of this Sacrament, 
is fo put us in mind that this body and thu 
blood which we receive, were divided by his 
death on the Croſs ; whence St. Paul faith, 
as often as weeat thus bread, and drink this 
e's we ſhew the Lords death till he come. 
irdly , I ſay, That as he that cats bread. 
dipt 
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dipt in wine , hath indeed wine in his 
mouth , but doth not drink it; fo he that 
ſhould eat or ſwallow a conſecrated Hoſt, 
would not drink Chriſt's blood, though it 
were in it. , 7 

1. Laſtly, I ſay, "That ſeeing the Sacra- 
ments were inſtituted to aſſure us the more 
of the truth of God's promiſes, and that all 
our comfort depends on this perſwaſton , 
that all Gods promiſes are moſt true ; it 
neceſſarily follows , that as much of the 
Sacrament as is taken away, ſo much of 
the certainty of this perſwaſion is dimi- 
nithed. And 'tis nono purpoſe to ſay that 
one- part of the Sacrament doth as much 
conhrm God's promiles as the whole Sacra- 
ment doth ; x if it beſo, then God 
hath unneceflarily inſtituted two Sacra- 
ments ; for it had been enough to have-in- 
ſtituted Baptiſm only , ſeeing 1t is ordain- 
cd to confirm Gods promiſes. But, if for 
ſuch a confirmation two Sacraments are bet- 
ter than one, and if two pledges, and two 
ſeals for that purpoſe , are of more conſe- 
quence than one alone ; then in one Sacra- 
ment alſo, two ſigns are of more weight 
than one alone, for the confirmation of 
Gods promiſes. And ſeeing it is faid 
St. Luke .2.and 1 Cor. x1. that the cup is 
E 5 the 
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the New Teſtament , and the new Cove* 
nant .in the blood” of Chriſt, becauſe it is | 
the Sacrament of it , why then are people | 
deprived ofit ? 

9. As for the imaginary dangers and 
ſcandals which the Romiſh DoCtors find in 
peoples partaking of the Cup, I fay in ge- 
= tir Teſs Chriſt bh Art the | 
treaſures of wiſdom are hid, and in whom 
the fulneſs of the Godhead. dwells bodi- 
ly ). foreſaw them as well as they ; and 
yet he inſtituted and adminiſtred the cup, 
-and commanded all. to drink of ir; And 
St. Pau! who was extraordinarily inſpired | 
by the Holy Ghoſt, doth (notwithſtandmmg+ 
theſe pretended dangers and ſcandals) com- | 
mand the Corinthians, as well Lay-perſons | 
as Eccleſiaſtical , to drink of the cup, as 
hath been already proved. 

1 ©. The firſt inconvenience which our {| 
Adyerſlaries find in peoples partaking of 
the, cup, 15 that they fear they may dip 
their mouſtaches in the Chalice, and (o- 
the blood of Chriſt may remain on ſome 
hair of the mouſtache ;-alfa they fear that 
the ſpecies of the wine, and conſequently 
Chriſt's blood, may fall to the ground , 
and being fallen it cannot be gathered up 
again. 

To 
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To this E anſwer : Firſt,” That Women, 
Eunuchs; and ſuch young men as have no 
beards, ought not to be excluded. 

Secondly, It is better to be without Mou- 
ſtaches, than without the participation of the 
whole Sacrament. 

Thirdly, this inconvenience proceeds on- 
ly from a falſe ſuppoſition, viz. that Chriſts 
blood 1s under.the ſpecies of the wine; but 
if the Sacrament of the Euchariſt there be 
nothing but Bread and Wine in ſubſtance, 
and any 'of it ſhould fail to the ground ac- 
cidentally, and not through any fault of 
ours, this inconvenience 15 not great e- 
nough to violate the inſtitution and coms. 
mand of Jeſus Chriſt-and his Apoltles. 

1 1. The ſecond inconvenience 1s, That it 
is almoſt impoſſible to. obſerve this Law 
wherethere is a great number of people and. 
bur one Prieſt. 

To this I anſwer, Firſt, That m places 
where there is much people, as in Cinies, 
there are divers Prieſts, 

Secondly, If one Prieſt be not enough. 
another. muſt be called from fome neighs 
bouring place. 

Thirdly, That which cannot be done un | 
one day, muſt be done in two or three days, 
rather than the command of - Jeſus Chrit 


ſhould 
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® ſhould be viohted, and the practice of the 
> Primitive Church abandoned. 

I2. 'The third inconvenience 1s, ths 
ſome have a natural antipathy , ' or averſion 
to Wine, and conſequently cannot drink of 
the cup. 

To this I anſwer, That becauſe corporal 
ations do depend on certain natural pow 
ers, they are ſuppoſed to be commanded 
to thoſe that have natural powers proper 
ro exerciſe thoſe actions, and to none elſe. 
For example, 'The hearing of Gods Word 
1s not. commanded to dea perſons , but to 
thoſe that can hear it; but drinking of 
Wine is a corporal ation , and therefore 
commanded to thoſe only that can drink 
it. - So that if the cup muſt be taken from 
all Lay-people, becauſe ſome of them have 
a natural antipathy to Wine ; then the 
preaching of the Goſpel mult be taken from 
* Chriſtians, becauſe ſome of them are deaf 
and cannot hear it. 

I 3. The fourth inconvenience 1s, Thar 
there are ſome Countries where no Wine 
grows, as in La - ay, Norway, &C. 

To this I anſwer; Firſt, "That although 
no Wine grows in thoſe Countries yet ſome 
' ay be brought thither. 

' Secondly , But if none can be brought 
with- 
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without being ſpoiled, and its form changs*z 
ed, then it 1s better to ſubſtitute the or- 7 
dinary drink of the Country in ſtead of  . 
Wine. 

Thirdly , But if this common drink of 
the Country may not be ſubſtitured inſtead 
of Wine, then they that cannot have Wine, 
do abſtain from it , becauſe they are forced 
thereunto; and it 1s neither impudence nor 
contempt, to abſtain from a thing command- 
ed by Jeſus Chriſt, when it 1s not to be had: 
but to ordain that they that have wine 1n a» 
bundance ſhall abſtain from the cup, is an in- 
fifierable boldneſs, and a moſt unchriſtian 


contempt of the Sacrament. 


CHAP, VIL 
Againſt the Maſs. 


F. He Maſs, according to the Romiſh 
DoCtors, 1s a Sacrihce of the Body 


and Blood of Chriſt pro itiatory for the 


{ns of the living and dead; and fo it is de- 


fined by the Council of Trext, Seſſion 2.2. 


Againſt ſuch a Maſs we might alledgeall the 
Arguments already made ule of againit 
Iranſubſtantiation, and the pretend A as 

ence 
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fence of Chrifts body in the Hoſt; for our 


Adverſaries confeſs that thoſe reaſons which 


deſtroy 'Tranſubſtantiation , and the pre-- 
tended preſence of Chriſt's body in the 


Hoſt, do alſo deſtroy the Maſs. But in this 
Chapter we ſhall only uſe ſuch Arguments 
as are directly againft the Maſs, and do ut- 
terly deſtroy it. 

2. The firſt Argument 1s drawn from 
this, wiz. that in the inſtitution and hrſt 
celebration of the Euchariſt, Jeſus Chriſt 
did not facrifice nor ofter his body and 
blood to his Father , as appears by what is 
mentioned by the three Evangeliſts and the 
Apoſtle St. Paul, in which there 1s not the 
leaſt foot-ſtep to be ſeen of a Sacrifice z or 
oblation of Chriſts body and blood. This 
Bellarmine confeſleth in Book 1. of the Maſs, 
chap. 27.1n theſe words, The oblation which 
x made after conſecration,belongs to the intire- 
ne[s of the Sacrament, but s not of its eſſence; 
which 1 prove, becauſe neither our Lord nor has 


Apoſtles, did make this oblation at the firſt ,, 


as we have demonſtrated out of Gregory.The 
Jefuite Salmeron in Tom. 123. of his Com- 
mentaries on the Epiſtles of St. Pazl, makes 
2 Catalogue of unwritten Traditions , in 
which he puts the Eccleſiaſtical Hierarchie , 


ner- 


the -2porſbipmg of Itnages, the Maſs, the man-. 
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wer of ſacrificing, and the tradition that Jeſus 
Chriſt did offer a ſacrifice 1n the Bread and 
Wine. Card. Baronins in his Annals on the 
year 52. freely confefleth that the ſacrifice 
of the Eucharift is an unwritten Tradition. 
A ſtrange thing that the Maſs, which is 
the foundation of the Romzſh Church (for 
the Doctors require nothing of the people, 
but that they ſhould go to Maſs) cannot 
be found to have been inſtituted or com- 
manded* by Jeſus Chriſt ! And the truth 
15, if Jeſus Chriſt in the celebration of the 
Euchariſt had oftered unto God his Father 
a ſacrifice of his Body and Blood, propitia- 
tory for the ſins of the living and dead, 
then there had been no-need that he ſhould 
have been ſacrificed agFn on the Croſs ; 
becauſe , having already expiated ourfins \ 
in the ſacrifice of the Euchariſt, there) was 
fo need he ſhould expiate them again on the 
Croſs. To this I add, that St. Paul, Epbef. 
4. 11. mentions the Offices whicl: {ela 
Chriſt left his Church when he aſcended 
mto Heaven, intheſe words, He gave-ome 
Apoſtles, and ſome Prophets, and ſome Evange- 
lifts and ſome Paſtors,and Teachers, but makes 
no mention at all of the Sacrificers of 
ag body and bleod, nor in 1 75#-nor 
m the Epiſtle to Tri, when he — 
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the duty of Biſhops, Presbyters, and Dea- 
cons, without making the leaſt mention of 
this ſacrificing of Chriſts body and blood. | 
" 3. The ſecond Argument is drawn from 
the definition of a Sacrifice, as it 1s given us 
by our Adverſaries: Card. Bel/arminin Book 
I. of the Mals, chap. 2. defines it thus : 
Sacrifice is an <efrar t made to God 
alone, whereby in acknowledgment of humane 
infirmity, and the divine Majeſty, the lawful 
Miniſter conſecrates by a myſtical ceremony 


deſtroys ſomething that 1s ſenſible and perma- 


nent, From theſe laſt words, wiz. that the 
lawful Miniſter deſtroys ſomething thar is 
ſenſible, I forms two arguments which de+ 
ſtroy the facrihce of the Maſs. 

The firſt is ths, In every ſacrifice the 
thing ſacrificed muſt fall under our ſenſes 
for our Adverſaries ſay it 1s a ſenſible thing : 
But the body and blood of Chriſt, which 
are pretended to be facritted in the Maſs, 
under the accidents of the bread and wine, 
do not fall under our ſenſes, as we find 
by experience : Therefore the body and 
blood of Chriſt which are pretended to be 
under the accidents of the bread and wine, 
are not the thing ſacrificed. 

The ſecond Argument is this : In every 


| true facrifice the thing ſacrificed mult be 


utterly 
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utterly deſtroyed ; that 1s, it muſt be ſo 


changed, that it muſt ceaſe to be what *1t 


| was before, as Bellarmin faith in expreſs 


terms in the place above cited : Burt in the 


pretended Sacrifice of the Maſs, Chriſts bo- 


dy and blood are not deſtroyed, for Feſws 
Chriſt dieth no more, Rom. 6. Therefore in. 
the pretended Sacrifice of the Mas, - the 
body and blood of Chriſt are not the thing 
ſacrificed. 

4- To theſe two Arguments Bellarmin in 
Book 1. of the Maſs, ch. 27. and other Ro- 
miſh DoCtors anſwer, that Chriſts body fim- 
ply is not the thing ſacrificed in the Maſs, 
but it is Chriſts Body, as it is under the 
ſpecies of the bread ; and that it is in re- 
ference to the ſpecies of the bread, that 
Chriſts body.1s ſenſible and viſible. 

Secondly, They anſwer that in the fa- 
crihce of the Maſs, Chriſts body is deſtroyed 
in mo of its ſacramental being, but not 
in reſpect of its natural being ; for when 
It 18 eaten in the ſacrament it ceaſeth to be 
under the ſpecies of the bread. 

5. To theſe anſwers I reply, Firſt, That 
Chriſts body is not viſible by the ſpecies of 
the bread , becauſe, as our Adyerfaries fay, 
that hides it from us, and hinders us from 

ſeeing it. And although a ſubſtance my 
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be viltble and cognizable by its accidents, | 
yet 1t 1s never ſo by the accidents of ano- 
ther ſubſtance; and conſequently Jeſus 
Chriſt may be ſaid to be vilible by his own 
accidents, bur: not by the accidents of the 
bread , which is jult alike both in the con- 
fecrated and unconſecrated Hoſts ; and 'tis 
a- ridiculous ſhift to fay that Chriſt's body 
15 vilible under the ſpecies of the bread, || 
becauſe that ſpecies 1s vitible; for as we 
cannot fee Wine that 18 in a Hogihead, be- 
| Cauſe we ſee the Hogfſhead ; and we can- 
not fee Money that is in a Purſe cloſed , 
becaiilſe we ſee the Purſe; fo neither can 
we {te the body under the ſpecies of the 
bread , becauſe we ſee the ſpecies; for as 
our adverſaries ſay, that ſpecies hinders us 
from ſeeing it. 

6: Secondly, Ifay, That by the facramen- 
tal being 1s underſtood , only an accidental 
being of Jeſus Chriſt (for example his pre- 
ſence in the Sacrament ) or elſe beſides that, 
is underſtood his ſubſtantial being too. If 
his ſubſtantial being be alſo underſtood (ſee- 
ing-the ſubſtantial being of a thing 1s no- | 
thing elſe but its ſubſtance and nature) then 
it will follow that if Jeſas Chriſt be de- 
ſtroyed in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt 


- in reſpeX of his ſubſtantial being, he muſt 


alſo 
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alſo be deſtroyed in reſpect of his natural 
being, which 1s contrary to what the A+ 
poſtle ſaich, Rom. 6. that Feſus Chriſt dyeth 
m0 more, If an accidental being of Jeſus 
Chriſt be only underſtood (for example, 
his preſence in the Sacrament ) then theſe 
abſurdities will follow, wiz. 

Firſt, That the Sacrifice of the Maſs will 
be the Sacrifice of an accident only, and not 
of Jeſus Chriſt, becauſe the preſence of Je- 
fas Chriſt is not Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, but 
an accident of him. | 

Secondly, It will follow that the Sacri- 
ſice of the Maſs, and that of the Crois will 
not be the ſame ſactifice 1n reference to the 
thing facrificed, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt , and 
his preſence are not the ſame thing; Jeſus 
Chriſt teing a ſubſtance, and his preſence 
an accident, which 15 contrary to the de+ 
Cilion of the Council of Trent , which hath 
determined that the Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
and that of the Croſs, are the ſame in refe- 


. rence to the thing ſacrificed, 


Thirdly, It will follow that the thing 
which 1s deſtroyed in the Sacrament, 1s 
not the ſame with that, which was pro- 
duced there , becaule there 1s only an ac-. 


b deſtroyed , whereas a ſubſtance was 


produced by Tranfubſtantiation, » it is 
| | lub- 


- 
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ſubſtantial converſion, as hath been ſuffct- 
ently proved. 

Fourthly, It will follow that the ſacrifice 
of the Maſs will be offered in the Prieſts ſto- 
mach only, becauſe this preſence 1s nor de- 
ſtroyed till the Prieſt hath eaten the Hoſt ; 
and conſequently, the facriftice of the Maſs 
will be offered after the Maſs, for this pre- 
ſence 1s only deſtroyed by the deſtruction 
of the accidents;8& commonly theſe accidents 
are not deftroyed till after Maſs 1s fad. 

Fifthly , Ir will follow that the juſtice of 

God will ceaſe to be the ſame ; for whereas 
heretofore it could not be ſatished but by the 
death of Chriſt, and by the deſtruction of 
his natural being; now God is appeaſed,our 
ſins expiated, and Gods juſtice fatished by 
the deſtruction of his ſacramental being only; 

for they will have u, that the ſacrifice of the 

Maf is propitiatory for the {ins of the living 
and the dead. 

7. The third Argument is drawn from 
theſe words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. Almoſt all 
things are by the Law purged with blood, and 
without ſhedding of blood us no remiſſion : It 
W345 therefore neceſſary that the paterns of things 
in the Heavens ſhould be purified with theſe,ut 
the heavenly things themſelves with better [a- 
crifices than theſe. From which words om . 


. 
' 
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' this Argument. Thereis no propitiation, or 
| remiſhon of fins without ſhedding of blood, 


as the Apoſtle faith : But in the Maſs there 
is no ſhedding of blood (for it 1s called 
an unbloody ſacrifice : ) Therefore in the 
Maſs there 1s no propitiation or remuſſtion 
of fins ; and conſequently no propitiatory 
ſacrifice for {in. "This Argument may be 
thus confirmed : Under the Old Teſtament 
there was no propitiation or purifcation, 
without ſhedding of blood, and the types 
of Heavenly things were ſo purihed, as the 
Apoſtle faith, Heb. 9. Therefore under 
the New Teſtament alſo there can be no pro- 
pitiation or purification without ſhedding of = 
bleod, and heavenly things being repreſen- 
ted by the legal types,muſt be purihed by a 


more excellent ſacrihce, viz. by theſhed- 


| ding of Chriſts blood. And although the 


Apcſtle uſeth the word Sacrifices in the plu- 
ral number, yet we mult underſtand the on- 
ly Sacrifice of Chriſt on the Croſs ; becauſe 
when one thing 13 oppoſed to many, it is 
often expreſſed in the plural number ; as 
when Baptiſm, which 1s but one, 1s called 
Baptiſms, Heb. 6. 2.. But the only ſacrifice 
of the Croſs of Chriſt in the Text above 
cited, Heb. 9. 2.3. is oppoſed to the old Sa- 
crilices, which were Types and Figures of 


the Sacrifice of the Croſs. —_ 
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8. The fourth Argument is drawn from 

the words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 1 o. 16. This 
is the Covenant which I will make with them 
after thoſe days, ſaith theLord,l will put my 
Laws mto thetr hearts,and in their minds w1ll I 
writ them,and their ſims and iniquities will I re 
member no more. Now where remiſſion of thoſe 
is, there is no more offering for ſm. Whence I 
form this Argument : Where there is remiſ- 
ſion of ſins there is no need of an oblation, 
or a propitiatory Sacrifice for fin, as the A- 
poſtle ſaith : But in the Chriſtian Church, 
by vertue of the New Teſtament, or New 
Covenant, confirmed by the blood of Chriſt, 
there '15 remiſſion of ſins, Heb. 10. 16,17. 
Therefore in the Chriſtian Church now 
adays, there 1s no need of an oblation, or 
propitiatory Sacrifice, and conſequently no 

' need of the Sacrifice of the Maſs. 

9. The fifth Argument is drawn from the 
words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. Feſus Chriſt 
offereth not himſelf often, as the High Prieſt en- 
tereth into the huly place every year with the 
bloed of others; for then muſt he often have ſuf- 
fered from the foundation of the World, but 
new once in the end of the World, hath he ap- 
peared to put away ſin by the ſacrifice of himſelf. 
And as it is appointed to men once to die,but af- 


ter this the judgment,ſo Chriſt was once offered 
to 


Bs, 
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to bear the ſins of many,and unto them that lock 

for him ſhall he appear the ſecond time without 

ſim unto Salvation. This 18 contirmed by the 
words of the ſame Apoſtle, Heb. 10. The 
Law having a ſhadow of good things to come, 
and not the very image of the things, can never 
with thoſe Sacrifices which they offered year by 
ear,continually make the comers thereunto per- 
fett, for then weuld they not have ceaſed to be 
offered,becauſe the worſhipers once purged ſhould 
have had no more conſcience of fins. But w thoſe 
a remembrance w made again of ſms every year, 
for it us not poſſible that the blood of Bulls and of 
Goats ſhould take away ſms, &C. And every 
High Prieſt fandeth daily miniſtring and offer- 
mp oftentimes the ſame Sacrifices which can 
never take away ſms;but this man after he had 
offered one Sacrifice for ſms, for ever (ate down 
on the right hand of God. For by one offering 
he hath for ever perfetied them that are ſanc- 
tified : which 1s conformable to what he had 


' ſaid a little before, that we are ſanitified by 


the offering of the Body of TFeſus Chriſt once 
for all. From all which I form theſe Ar- 
uments. 

I ©. Firſt, The old Sacrifices were reiterated, 
for the Apoſtle ſaith, that he High Prieſt en- 
rereth into the hely place every year with the 
blood of others: but the Sacrifice of Jelus Chriſt 

s muſt 
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muſt not be reiterated, for the ſame Apoſtle 
_ Gaith that FeſzwChriſt offereth not himſelf often; 
and that he hath once appeared to put away ſm 
by the ſacrifice of himſelf: Therefore the Sacri- 
oe of the Maſs is not the ſacrifice of theCros 
reiterated, or the reiteration of the Sacrifice 
of the Croſs,as our adverſaries would have it. 
I1. Secondly the Apoſtle adding, el/e 
he ſhould often have ſuffer d from the feundation 
of the World , Makes it appear that Chriſt 
cannot be offered without ſuffering : For, as 
he that ſhould ſay, this 1s not hre elſe it 
would be hot, doth neceſſarily preſuppoſe 
that fire is hot;and as he that ſhould fay he is 


no man elſe he would be rational, doth ne- 


ceſlarily preſuppoſe that man is rational : 
ſo when the Apoſtle faith, that Feſzs Chriſt 
- offereth not himſelf often , otherwiſe be would 
often hawve ſuffered, doth neceflarily oy 


poſe that Jeſus Chriſt cannot offer himſelf 
without ſuffering : But Jeſus Chriſt doth not 
ſuffer every day in the Maſs: Therefore he is 
not offered every day in the Maſs by the 

Miniſtry of Priefts 
12. Thirdly, "Theſe words from the foun- 
dation of the World, are of great weight, for 
-*tis as much as if the Apoſtle had faid, if 
the only Sacrifice of Chriſt on the Croſs be 
not ſuthcient to take away {ins which ſhall 
be 


02 als at; S "Skis th MY Ange IF. Le” -: FIPY 
Or the aſs dead and buried. 107 © 


be committed hereafter, it follows that it * 


was not ſufficient to take away fins which -* 
have been committed heretofore from the 
creation of the World, for it is very unſuit- 
able that the Sacrifice of Chriſt on the 
Croſs ſhould have more vertue before it was 
offered than ſince : But the Sacrificeof Chriſt 
on the Croſs, had the vertue to take away 
ſins before it was, otherwiſe (faith the Apo-- 
ſtle)he ſhould often have ſuffered fromthe foun- 
dation of the World: , Therefore it hath alſo 
vertue to take away fins committed {ince it 
was, and conſequently there 4s no need that 
it ſhould be reiterated in the Maſs. 

13. Fourthly, 'The Apoſtles compariſon 
is confiderable, the ſenſe whereof is this: 
As men ſuffer Death but once,and after death 
appear no more till the day of the refurrec- 
tion,/and day of judgment ; fo Chriſt hath 
offered himſelf to his Father once for all on 
the Croſs - to take away fins, and will be no 
more on Earth until he comes to judge the 
quick and the dead. This utterly deſtroys 
the Maſs, in which Jeſus Chriſt 1s faid ro 
be offered and ſacrificed continually by the 
Miniſtry of Prieſts. 

I 4. Fifthly, Sacrifices that take away ſins, 
and ſanctihe thoſe that come thereunto, 


ought not to be reiterated ; for the only rea- 
| F ſou 
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' ſon which the Apoſtle alledgeth, why the 
old Sacrifices of the Law were reiterated , 
1$ becauſe they couid not take away fins,nor 
{ſanctife the comers thereunto as appears by 
the 'Text above cited: Bur the Sacrifce of 
Jeſfirs Chriſt on the Crofs, takes away fins 
and ſantifies thoſe that come thereunto : 
Therefore the Sacrifice of Tcfus Chriſt on 
the Croſs, ought not to be reiterated, and 
conſequently 15 not reiterated in the Maſs. 
1 5.If Jefus Chriſt did ofter himſelf a Sa- 
crifice on the Croſs that he might ſanCtifie 
us for ever, and purchaſe eternal redempti- 
on for us, then. it 1s evident that the fruit 
andefhicacy of this ſacrifice endures for ever, 
and that we muſt have recourſe to no other 
Sacrifice but to that of the Croſs: But Je- 
| ſus Chriſt did offer himſelf a Sacrifice on 
lf | the Croſs that he might ſanCtihe us for e- 
| ver, and purchaſe eternal redemption for us, 
as appears Dy the Text aforeſaid : There- 
fore the- efficacy of the Sacrihce of the 
Croſs endures for ever, and we muſt 
have recourſe to no other Sacrifice but to 
that of the Croſs. In a word, either we 
muſt confeſs that the Sacrifice of the Croſs 
hath no vertue to take away {ins , and to 
ſandtthe us for ever , (which is contrary to 
What the Apoſtle faith) or elſe if it hath this 
| vertue 
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vertue and ſufficiency, then Jeſus Chriſt hath 


oftered one only Sacrifice once for all, and 


. confequently is not offered daily in the Maſs 


by the Miniſtry of Prieſts. 

16. Laſtly, 'The Apoſtle almoſt through- 
out the whole Epiſtle to the Hebrews, ſaith, 
that Jeſus Chriſt was conſtituted and conſe- 
crated by his Father, High Prieſt for ever; 
and particularly chap.7.he faith, That many 
were madePrieſts,becauſe they were not ſuffer= 
ed to continue vy reaſon of death; but Feſus 
Chrift becauſe he continueth for ever,hath an 
unchangeable Prieſtheod;and that he is able to 
ſave them to the uttermeſt that come unto God 
by him,ſeeing he ever liveth to make interceſſion 

for them ; and conſequently he hath no need . 
of Vicars, or companions in his Prieſthood: 

I 7. In anſwer to theſe arguments the Ro- 
miſh DoEtors are wont to ſay that the Sacti- 
hice of the Maſs is the ſame with that of the 
Croſs, m reſpeCt of the eſſence of . the Sacri- 
hice, the fame thing being offered in both, 
viz.the Body and blood of Chriſt by the ſame 
Prieſt, iz. by Jeſus Chriſt: But it differs 
n reſpect of the manner of offering; for on 
the Croſs Jeſus Chriſt oftered himſelf blou- 

dily, that is, when he died he ſhed his bloud 
for mankind ; but in the Maſs he offers him- 
ſelf unbloudily, that is, without ſheddmg 

F. 2 his 
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his blood, and without” dying: On the 
Croſs Jeſus Chriſt was deſtroyed in reſpect 
of his natural being, but in the Maſs he 1s 
deſtroyed in reſpect of his ſacramental be- 
mg. They add, that all the Arguments 
drawn from the Epiſtle to the Hebrews , 
reſpec only that bloody oblation which was 
once offered on the Croſs ; but belides this 

1oody Sacrifice there 13 another that is un- 
bloody , which 1s daily offered in the Maſs. 
Laſtly, they ſay that the Sacrifice of the 
| Croſs is Prinutive and original, butthis of 
the Maſs repreſentative , commemorative, 
and applicativez of rhat of the Croſs, as the 
Council of Trent hath in its 2.2 Seſſion. 

I 8. Totheſe diſtinctions I reply, hat the 
Sacrifice of the Maſs doth 'not difter from 
that of the Croſs in reſpect of the manner 
only, (which 1s but an accidental difterence) 
but 1t differs in reſpect of eflence too. 

Firſt, * Becauſe the natural death of Jeſus 
Chriſt is of the eſſence of the Sacrifice of the 
Croſs: But the Sacrifice of the Maſs doth 
not comprehend the natural death of Jeſus 
Chriltgfor Fe/us Chriſt dyeth no more,Rom.6. 
Therefore the Sacrihce of the Maſs dath not 
comprehend that which is of the eflence of 
the Sacrihice of the Croſs, and conſequently 
differs from it eſſentially, an dnotin reſpect 
of the manner only. Second- 
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Secondly, Becauſe the repreſentation of a 
thing differs efſenrially from the thing repre- 
ſented : For example, "The King's Picture 
differs eſſentially from the King. Alſo the 
memorial of the thing differs eſſentially from 


D9 
the thino whereof it is a memorial : For 


example, The celebration of the Paſleover, 
which was a memorial of the Angels favou- 
rable paſling'over the houſes of the 7/raelzres, 
diflers etlentially from that paſſing over. And 
laſtly, the Application of a thing difters eſ- 
ſentially from- it: For example, The applicati- 
on of aPlaiſter,difterseſſenrially from thePlaif 
ter. But according to the determination 
of the Council of Trent, in Sion 22. The 
Sacrifice of the Maſs is repreſentative, com- 
memorative , and applicative of that of the 
Croſs: 'Therefore the Sacrifice of the Mas 
difters eflentially from that of the Croſs. 
Thardly,Becauſe the Sacrifice of the Crofs 
is of an inhnite value, and conſequently 
ought not to be reiterated; for its value be- 
ing inhnite , it is ſuſhcient to take away all 
ſins paſt, preſent, and to come, .as Bellarmine 


- faith, Book 1. of the Maſs, chap. 4. But the 


Sacrifice of the Maſs is of a hnite price and 
value, according to the ſame Bellarmine and 
other Romiſh Doctors ; at -which' we may 
juſtly wonder , ſeeing, as our Adverfaries 


F 2 fay, 
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ſay, it differs not from the Sacrifice of the 
Croſs, cither in reſpect of the thing Sacrih- 
ced, or in reſpect of the chief Prieſt, and 
yet from theſe the Sacrifice hath all its price 
and yalue. 

19. Secondly, I ſay,that an unbloody pro- 
pitiatory Sacrifice isa feigned, and an imagi- 
nary thing, and that the Arguments drawn 
from the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, do wholly 
deſtroy it. 

Firſt,Becauſe it is aid, Heb.9.tha t without 
. ſhedding of blood there is no remiſſion of ſins : 
therfore in the unbloodySacrifice of theMafs, 
there can be no remiſſion of ſins, and con- 
ſequently it cannot be a propitiatorySacrifice 
for (in. 

Secondly, Becauſe Jeſus Chriſt cannot be 


ofered without ſuffering; for the Apoſtle 
faith, Heb. 6. Fefrrs Chriſt offereth not himſelf 


often, otherwiſe he ſhould often have ſuffered : 
But the Sacrifice of Jeſus Chrift with ſuffer- 
ing 1s a ' bloody Sacrifice; "Therefore there 
1s no unbloody Sacrihce. 

- Thirdly, Becauſe the bloody Sacrifice of 
- the Croſs, being of an infinite value, hath 
purchaſed an eternal Redemption, Hez. 9. 
* and hath taken away all ſins, palt, preſent, 
and to come. Whence it follows that there 


is no other Sacrifice, either bloody or unbloo- 
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dy, that can purchaſe the pardon of our fins , 
the Sacrifice of the Croſs having ſufficiently 
done 1t. 

Fourthly , Becauſe the juſtice of God-re- 

uires that fins ſhall be expiated by the pu- 
nithment that is due to them ; and this is ſo 
true that the wrath of God could not be ap- 
peaſed but by the bloud and ignominious 
death of the Croſs : Therefore the juſtice 
of God mult have changed its nature, if ſins 
can be expiated in the Maſs without pain, or 
ſuftering. 

20. Thirdly, To the diſtinction of Primi- 
tive Sacrifice,which was offered on the Crofls, 
and repreſentative, commemorative, and ap- 
plicative, which is daily offered in the Maſs, 
I reply, Firſt, That what the Council of 
Trent faith in Seſſion 2.2. viz. that inthe Iu- 
chariſt there 1s aSacrihce repreſentative, Cont 
memorative, and applicative of that of the 
Croſs,may bear a good tenſe, wiz. that there 
1s 11 it a repreſentation, commemoration, 
and application of the Sacrifice of the Crofs, 


* VIZ, a repreſentation, becauſe the bread bro- 


ken, repreſents the body broken; and the 
wine poured into the cup, repreſents the 
bloud of Chriſt ſhed for the remiſſion of fins: 
a commemoration, becauſe all that 1s d\ne 
in it, is dane. in remembrance of Jeſus Chriſt 

F. 4+ and 
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| and his death according to his own com - 
mand in theſe words, Do this in remembrance 
of me, and according to what St. Paul 
ſairh, 1 Cor. 11. As often as ye do eat this 
bread, and drink this cup,ye do ſhew the Lords 
death till he come : & an application becauſe 
the merit of the Sacrifice of the Croſs is a 
plied rous not only by the word, butalfo 
by the Sacraments, as we ſhall ſhew hereat- 
ter. But our Adverſaries are not content 
with this, for they will have it that in the 
celebration of the Euchariſt, there is offered 
atrue and proper Sacrifice propitiatory for 
the {ins of the living and the dead, which 
hath been already refuted ar large. 

Secondly,I fay that the application of the 

Sacrifice of the Croſs may be conſidered on 
God's part, or on Man's part : on God's 
part, when he offers Jeſus Chriſt to us, 
witn all his benefits, both in his Word and 
- Sacraments : on Man's part, when by a true 
ard lively faith, working by love, we em- 
brace Jeſus Chriſt with all his benefits ofte- 
red to us both in his Word and Sacraments. 
And this is that Jeſus Chriſt teacherh us, 
St. 7ohn 3. in theſe words, As Moſes lifted up 
the Serpent in the Wilderneſs, even [6 muſt the 
SW of man be lifted up; (viz. on the Crofts) 
that -whoſo:ver belieyeth in him ſhould not 
periſh, 
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periſh,but have eternal Life: For God ſo loved * 
* World, that he gave his only begotten Son, 
(viz. to die) that whoſoever believerh in 11 
ſhould not periſh,but have eve rlaſting Life:he 
doth not ſay whoſoever facrificeth him in the 
Maſs, but whoſoever believerth, &c.And St. 
Paul ſhews it clearly in theſe words,God hath 
ſer forth TeſusChriſt to be a propitiation through 
Faith im his blood ; he doth not fay th rough 
the Sacrifice of the Maſs, but through E aith. 
And we really and truly apply the "Sacritice 
of Chriſts Croſs when we have recouric 
to him, as a man applies a Plaiſter when 
he hath recourſe to it, and lays it on the 
wound ; But the recourſe or retuge of a pe- 
nitent {inner to the facrihce of the Crols tor 
obtaining mercy from God, 15 nothing ele 
but Faith. As for the diſltin&tion. of the 
ſacramental and natural being of Jeſus 
Chriſt, it hath been already refuted in the 
6. Number 

I ſhall conclude this diſcourſe with 
”N - Sum of Thomas Aquinas, the m al: 
famous of all the Ro omiſh Dotors,and calie.) 
by our Adverfaries, 'the Angevcal Do tor. 
Thus Thomas 1n Part. 2 Dueft. $2. Artzc. 
having propoſed this Geſtion 12, Wihes 
ther Chriſt be ſacrificed in the Sacrament ol 
the Euchariſt, he concludes with theſe me- 
IF, morabie 
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morable words,The celebration of this Sacra 
ment is very fitly called a ſacrificing ofChriſt,as 
well becauſe it is the repreſentation of Chriſt's 
Paſſion, as becauſe by this Sacrament we are 
made partakers of the fruit of the Lords 
paſſion. And afterwards he gives Is anſwer, 
in theſe words : I anſwer, we muſt ſay that 
the celebration of this Sacrament is called a 
ſacrificing of Chriſ?, in two reſpetts. Firſt, be- 
cauſe (as Auguſtine zo Simplicius ſaith) we 
are wont to give to Images, the name of the 
things whereof they are Images,as when we ſee 
Piftures on aWall, or in a Frame,we [ay this 
zs Cicero, that 1s Saluſt, &c. But the cele- 
bration of this Sacrament (as hath been ſaid a- 
bove) is a repreſentative Image of Chriſt”s Paſ- 
ſion ; which Paſſion is the true ſacrificing of 
Coriſt, and lo the celebration of this Sacrament 
is the ſacrificing of Chriſt. Secondly, the cele- 
bration of. this Sacrament is called the ſacrifi- 
cing of Chriſt in regard of the effeft of Chriſfs 
Paſſion, becauſe by this Sacrament we are- 
made partakers of the fruit of the Lord's: 
Paſſion, Tet the Romaniſts keep to this de- 
cifion of their Angelical Doftor,and we ſhall. 
agree with them 1n this point; for Iam. con- 
fident that there isnot one of the Reformed 
Religion but will ſubſcribe this true doc- 


trine of Thomas Aquinas. 
06 "0 CHA. 
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CHAP. VIII. 


Containins Anſwers to the objeFions of 
the Romiſh Dotfors. 


I. FN the two firſt Chapters we have an- 

i {[wered the two principal Objections 
ot the R; 14h DoCtors , drawn from theſe 
words, This is my bedy, &c. and from theſe, 
he that eateth my fle eſh and drinketh my blood, 
hath eternal life, &c. Now we mult an{wer 
the relt. 


Objection. | of 


2. The hrſt Objection is this. When the 
eſtablithing of Articles of Faith, the inſtitu- 
tion of Sacraments, and the making Telta- 
ments and Covenants are in agitation, men 
ſpeak plainly and properly,and not obſcurely 
or figuratively ; But in the celebration of the 
Euchariſt Jeſus Chriſt eſtabliſhed an Article 
of Faith , inſtituted rhe Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt, and ſpake of a Teſtament and a 
Covenant : for it is faid of the Cup that it 
15 the New Teſtament and the New ' Cove- 
nant un the blood of Chriſt; yea, he: uo 


then . 
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then to his Diſciples, to whom he ſpake #n 
plain and proper terms, and not in obſcure 
terms , or in figures or parables, as he did 
to the people. 


Anſwer. 


2. To this Objection I anſwer, Firſt, That, 
It 15 falſe that Articles of Faith are always 
expreſſed in proper terms in holy Scripture, 
as when it 1s ſaid in the Creed, that Feſus 
_ Chriſt ſitteth &n the right hand of God, it is 
evident that this is a Figure and meta- 
phor , for God being a Spirit, hath nei- 
ther right hand nor left ; and all interpre- 
. ters expound this fatting on Gods right 
hand, metaphorically, viz. for that Lord- 
ſhip both of Heaven and Earth, which he 
hath received from God his Father,as earthly 
Princes make their Lieutenants, whom they 
appoint to govern in their name, to {it on 
the right fade of them. Again when it is 
ſaid, St. Matth. 16. Upon this rock T will 
build my Church,and the gates of Hell ſhall not 
prevail againſt i, I will give thee the keys 
of the kingdom of Heawven, and whatſoever 
thou ſhalt bind on earth ſhall be hound in hea- 
ven, &c. It is manifeſt that theſe are Fi- 
-gures and Metaphors, as Bellarmin —_ 
; th 
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. ſeth in Book 1, Of the Biſhop of Rome, 


chap. 10. and yetit is chiefly by this paſſage 


that they endeavour to prove the Popes au- 
thoricy. 

4. Secondly, I anſwer, That the: holy 
Scripture commonly ſpeaks of Sacraments in 
bgurative terms ; thus Circumciſion 1s cal- 
led God's Covenant , Gen. 17. in theſe 
words, This is my Covenant,every male ſhall be 
cireumciſed, that is, this is the ſign of the 
Covenant, as appears by the following 
verſe, Ye ſhall circumciſe the fleſh of your fore- 
Skin,and it ſhall be a token of the Covenant be- 
tween me and you. So the Paſchal Lamb 1s 
called the Lords Paſleover, Exod. 12. be- 
cauſe the bloud of this Lamb ſprinkled on 
the dore-Poſts, was given as a {ign of the 
Angels favourable paſſing over the houſes of 
the Iſraelites ; as appears by werſe 13.-0f 
the ſame Chapter. So Baptiſm 1s called 
the waſhing of Regeneration,becaule it 15 the 
Sacrament of it. In a word, the Eucha- 
riſtzcal cup is called the New Teltament, be- 
cauſe it 1s the Sign, Seal, and Sacrament of 
It; 


5. Thardly,l anſwer, that in holy Scrap- 
ture, Teſtaments are not always expreſſed | 
in proper terms without a Figure z for the 
Teſtament of - Facob, Gen. 4:9. and that of 


iſe 
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Moſes, Dent. 33. are nothing elſe but a 
chain of Metaphors, and other Figures. 
And Civilians will have 1t, that in Teſta- 
ments we ſhould not regard the proper {1g- 
nifcation of the words, but the intention 
of the Teſtator. To this I add that Jeſus 
Chriſt did not then make the New Teſta- 
ment, and the New Covenant, but only in- 
ſtirured the Seal -and Sacrament of them: 
For the Covenant was made wit all man- 
kind in the perſon of Adam after the Fall, 
when God promiſed him- that the feed of 
theWoman ſhould break the Serpents head. 
This was afterward renewed with Abrabam 
when God promiſed him that in his Seed 
all the Nations of the Earth ſhould be blef- 
ſed, viz. in Chriſt, the bleſſed Seed, who 
hath deſtroyed the Kingdom of Satan. Af- 
ter this it was conhrmed by the bloud of 
Chritt ſhed on the Croſs : Then it was pub- 
liſhed through all the World when the Apo- 
ſtles had received the Holy Ghoſt. And laſt- 
ly, Baptiſm and the Euchariſt are the Signs, 

Seals, and Sacraments of it. | 
6. Fourthly, [ anſwer, That if by theſe 
words, To ſpeak clearly or plainly, be under- 
ſtood, to ſpeak intelligibly, ſo that rhe Apo- 
{tles might and ought to underſtand what he 
faid. to. them, then it 1s certain thar Jeſus - 
| | g Chriſt: 
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Chriſt did ſpeak clearly ; for to ſpeak Sacra- 
mentally, and according to the {tile uſed in 
all Sacraments, was to ſpeak clearly and not 
obſcurely : But if by theſe words, to /peak 
clearly, be underſtood to ſpeak without a h- 
gure, then it is falſe that he always ſpeakes 
clearly to his Diſciples , witnels the calling 
of his Diſciples ; to whom he ſaid, St. Mar. 
5. follow me, and I will make yeu fiſhers of 
men : And when he faith elſewhere, -ye are 
the ſalt -of the Earth, the light of the World, 
&c. To this I add, The Apoſtles did ask Je- 
ſus Chriſt the meaning of parables and 0- 
ther things which they did not underſtand, 
and. therefore certainly they had much more - 
reaſon to ask the meaning of ſo many ſtrange - 
things as follow from the Maſs, from Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, and from the pretended pre-- 
ſence of Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, v:z. how 
a humane body can be in a. point, and in dt-- 
vers place at once? How the head of Jeſus 
Chriſt and his whole body could be in his 
mouth ? How accidents can be without a. 
Subject ? Oe. | 

7. Daſtly, Seeing Jeſus Chriſt ſaid, drmk- 
ye all of this cup , all Prieſts, wherher Jeſu-- 
ites, Monks, or other Romiſh Doctors ,. 
would of neceflity be conſtrained, really,pro--' 
perly, and withour.a figure, to drink of the 
Cup.,. 


F122 The Funeral the Maſs, 
cup, whecher melted or not, and really to 
{wallow it, until they ſhould confeſs that 


there are hgures 1u the words of Jeſas Chriſt 
in the celebration of the Euchariſt. 


Ob jection 2. 


8. The ſecond Objection 1s this: The 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt 1s more excel- 
lent than that of the Paſleover, becauſe the 
Sacrament of the Paſſcover is a T'ype of the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt, and the thing 
typified 1s always more excellent than the 
Type : But if the Sacrament of the Eucha- 
rilt did not really contain the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, but was only the ſign of 
it, then it would follow that the Sacrament 
of the Euchariſt would not be more excel- 
lent than that of the Paſſcover ; nay. the 
Sacrament of the Paſſeover would be more 
, excellent than that of the Euchariſt ; be- 
cauſe a Lamb and its blood 1s more excel: 
lent than Bread and Wine ; and the death 
of a Lamb and the ſhedding of its blood doth 
much better repreſent the: death of Chriſt, 
and the ſhedding of his blood on the Crots , 
than Bread broken, and Wane poured into 
| A CUP. Can do. 


{2 46%) Rent Anſwer. 


1at 
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An'wer. 


9. To this I anſwer, Firſt, Tnat the thing 
typified by the Paſchal Lamb , 1s Jefus 
Chriſt, and not the Sacrament of the Eu- 
chariſt ; as St. Pawl ſhews clearly, 1 Cor. 5. 
when he calls Jeſus Chriſt our Pafleover, in 
theſe words, Chriſt our Paſſeover was cruci- 
fied for us. The truth 1s, a whole Lamb 
without ſpot or blemiſh killed and burnt to- 


. ward the evening, and its blood ſhed, doth 


very well repreſent Jeſus Chriſt perfect , 
without ſin, put to death, and his blood 
{hed nn. the end of the. World, 
and in the fulneſs of time; but fuch a Lamb 
reprefents nothing of that which 1s ſeen in 
the Euchariſt. , Beſides, the 'T'ypes and Sa- 
craments of the 01d Teſtament were iſti- 
ruted that the Faithful of thoſe times might 
come to the knowledge of the things typi{i- 
ed and honihed, for the Salvation of their 
fouls: But the Faithful under the old Teſta- 
ment: neycr came to the knowledge of the * 
Euchariſt by the Paſchal Lamb; and though 
they had come to the knowledgeof it, yet 


the had no benefit thereby. In a word , 
ſeeing 
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ſeeing the Patſeover, and the Euchariſt are 
Types, Images, and Signs of Jeſus Chriſt , 
ris very impertinens to ſay, that the'Paſſe- 
over is the Type of the Euchariſt, becauſe a 
Type is not properly the 'I'ype of another 
Type, but only | the thing typihed ; as 
the Image of Cz/ar 1s not the Image of ano- 
1 image of C2/ar, but only of Ceſar him- 
ſelf. 
1 0. Secondly, I anfyyer, that the excel- 
lence of one Sacrament above another, muſt 
| be drawn from its form and eihcacy, and 
not from its matter, becauſe it is form that 
chiefly gives being to things compoſed of 
matter and form. But the form of Sacra- 
ments depends on the words of Inſtituti- 
on; becauſe being Signs of divine Inſtitut 
on , their form can only depend upon the 
will of God , who chooſeth certain things 
to fignihe other things; and this will of 
God cannot be known bur by revelation , 
which is the Word; fo that it 1s properly 
faid, that the word joyned with the Ele- 
ment makes the Sacrament : Therefore al- 
though the Sacrament of the Paſſeover be 
more excellent than the Euchariſt in reſpe*t 
-of its matter, becauſe the Paſchal Lamb 
and its blooJ, are more excellent than the 


Bread and Wine of the Euchariſt; and that 
the 
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O- 


Y 


the Lamb and its bloud havea greater ana+ 


'logy with Jeſus Chriſt and his blood ſhed on 


the Croſs, than the Bread and Wine of the 
Euchariſt have ; yet the Sacrament of the 
Euchariſt is much more excellent than that. 


3 Nof the Paſſeover in reſpeCt of its torm,which 


depends on the words of Inſtitution, becauſe 
that at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament of 
the Paſſeover, God ſpake not one word of 
the principal end for which he did inſtitute 
it, viz. to be the Type of Jeſus Chrift and 
his death: Burt at the Inſtitution of the Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt, Chriſt declared in 
expreſs terms, that he did inſtitute the eat- 
ng of the Bread broken, and the drinking 
of the Wine poured into the cup, to be 
commemorative {igns of himſelf, and his 
death. The Sacrament of the Euchariſt is 
yet more excellent than that of the Paſleo- 
ver, in reſpect of its etheacy,which depends 
on two things, wiz. on the form, which be« 
ing more maniftext in the Euchariſt,doth alſo 
operate with more efficacy, and alſo becauſe 
it repreſents a thing paſt, viz. the death of 
Chriſt : But the knowledge of things paſt 
is more clear and perfed&t than the know- 
ledge of things to come ; and we are more 
toucht wich the memory of things paſt, 
when ſome ſymbol brings them ro our 
thoughts 
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thoughts, than when we conſtder things to 
come, through clouds and ſhadows. "Fo this 
I add, that rhe Bread and Wine of the Eu- 
chariſt have a greater Analogie with Jefus 
Chriſt than the Paſchal Lamb had, in one 
reſpect,v2z. in regard of the ſpiritual nou- 
riſhment which we receive by Chriſt's death; 
For as Baptiſm is the Sacrament of our 
ſpiritual birth, ſo the Euchariſt is the Sacra- 
ment of our ſpiritual nouriſhment. Bur this 
nouriſhment is much better repreſented by 
| Bread and Wine, which are the ordinary 
nouriſhment of our bodies; than by a Lamb. 

Laſtly, I anſwer, that it is far leſs incon- 
venient to give ſome prerogative to the 
Paſſeover above the Euchariſt, (vis. to give 
it 2 more excellent matter and Analogie ) 
than to afſert the corporal preſence of Chriſt 
in the Hoſt, by an unheard of 'Tranſubſtan- 
tiation, which deſtroys the nature of Sacra- 
ments , gives our Lord a monſtrous Body , 
includes notorious abſurdities and contra- 
dictions, and gives the lye to Senfe, Rea- 
fon, and holy Scripture ; as hath been prov- 
ed. 


Ohjedtion 


m 
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1 1. Thethird Objection was propoſedat 
Niſmes, Anno 1657.by the Jeſuite S. R#- 
gaut, thus. God doth communicate, or 
can communicate to the creature in a finite 
degree that which he poſleſleth in an infinite 
degree. For example ; God hath an infinite 
power,whereby he can do all things at once; 
therefore he communicates, or can commu- 
nicate to the creature a finite and lifnited 
power, whereby it may do divers things at 
once as appears in a man,for he can fee,hear, 
talk, and walk at the fame tzme. God hath 
alſo an in tnite wiſdom and- knowledge 
whereby he knows all things at once; there- 
fore he communicates or can communicate 
to the creature a hnite knowledg, whereby 
It may know divers things at once. And even 
{o God hath a virtual infmte extent, which 
is called immenfity, whereby he fills all 
things and all places at once : 'Therefore 
God communicates or can communicate to 
the creature, viz. to a body, a finite extent 
whereby it may fill divers ſpaces, and occu- 
py ſeveral places at once. Whence it fol- 
lows that Chrift's Body may be in divers 
places at the ſame time,vzz. in Heaven and in 
the Hoſt. Anſwer. 
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b Anſwer. 


12. .Totihis I anſwer, That as God can- 
not. be in two places (for example in Hea- 
ven and upon Earth) without being in all 
thoſe places that are between both , ( for 
then he would be diſtant, and ſeparated 
from himſelf) ſo Chriſt's Body cannot be in 
two diſtant places,viz.at Par and at Rome, 
in Heaven and upon earth in the Hoſt with- 
out being in all thoſe places that are between 
both ; for then it would be diſtant and ſe- 
parated from itſelf, which is impoſſible, as 
hath been ſufficiently proved. Therefore 
ſeeing Chriſt's Body 1s not in all places 
between Pars and Rome, and between 
Heaven and Earth, it fallows that it 1s 
not in Heaven and upon earth in the Hoſt , 
nor at Paris ar: Rome m conſecrated Hoſts. 
So that to make a Creature, for example 
the Body of Chriſt , partaker of God's ex- 
tent or immenlity , it 1s ſufficient that as 
God by his infinite extent occupies all | 
places , ſo Chriſt's Body ſhould by its in- 
hnite extent occupy ſome place. But if 
to make it partake in a finite degree of 


this 
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this divine attribute of immenlity, it muſt 
be in divers places, yet it is ſufficient that it 
be -in divers places ſucceſſively -and not 
at once; or if to make it —_ of this 
attribute it muſt be in divers places at 
once; yet it 1s ſuthcient that it occupies 
them by its ſeveral parts ; for example, 
that the head be in one place, and the 
feer in another, ec. In a word, that it be 
without diſcontinuance or ſeparation, as 
God is every where without diſcontinuance. 
Thus the learned, Maſter Bruguier then an- 
ſwered, and much better, but I cannot re- 
member his full and compleat anſwer. 


Objection 4- 


12. 'The fourth objection is this. If di- 
vers bodics may miraculouſly bein one and 
the ſame place, then it alſo follows, that 
one | ody may miraculouſly be in divers 
plates, there being no more difhculty or 
impoſhibility 1n-the one than in the other : 
But divers bodies may miraculouſly be in 
one and the fame place; for Jeſus Chriſt 
came into the room where his Diſciples 
were, the dores being ſhut, which he could 


nor 
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not have done, if his body had not pene- 
trated ' the dores. Beſides, It is ſaid that Je-' 


ſus Chriſt was born of the Virgin. Mary, 
+ and conſequently Mary was a Virgin both 
before and after his Birth, which could nor 
have been if | Jeſus Chriſt had not penetra- 
ted her belly and come forth without fracti- 
on or overture. Laſtly, Jeſus Chriſt pene- 
trated the ſtone” that was laid on his Sepul- 
chre when he roſe again ; and it is ſaid that 
he penetrated the Heavens when he aſcen- 


_ ded. 
Anſwer. 


14. To this I anſwer, Firſt, That it is 
not ſaid that Jeſus Chriſt came 1n,the dores 
beg ſhut; for theſe are the words, The 
fame day when it was evening, and the dores 
having been ſhut for fear of the Fews, Jeſus 
came , &c. which words do indeed ſhew 
the time when Jeſus came in unto' his Diſ- 
ciples, but not the manner of his entry by 
penetration ; but if the words be tranſla- 
ted, the dores being ſhut, and that they do 
import that the dores' were not opened by 


any body,yet they do not exclude the open- 
ing 
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the divine power, ſith we have.examples 
of this in holy Scripture; for As 5. we 
read that the Apoſtles went out of Priſon, 
though-the doors had been faſt' ſhur;bur 
it is ſaid,that rhe Angel of God opened them. 
And Atts 12. The door of the priſon opened 
to S, Peter of its own accord; that is with- 
out being .opened by, any 'body... And 
ſo it. is ſaid, that Jeſus Chriſt entred, he 
doors being ſhut or baving been ſhit ; which 
excludes the opening of them by any bo- 
dy, but not the opening of them by a di- 
vine. power in ſo ſhort a time that it was 
undilcernable, | | 

Seeondly I anſwer,That the, Virgin Ma- 
1 wasa true Virgin both before and after 
her deliyery,ifby being a Virgin be meant 


| not to, haye had the company of a man.; 


bur it; is certain that Jeſus Chriſt cane, 
out of the Virgins belly by opening her 
womb; for it is ſaid, S, Zeke 2. that hn 
ſeph and Mary carried feſus to feruſalem 


to preſent him to the Lord; at it 15 written 
in the' Law every male that openeth the 
womb, ſhall be holy unto the Lord. | 
. Thirdly I anſer, chat Jeſus Chriſt did 
not. penetrate the ſtone that was Iajd on 
his Sepulchte ; for it is faid, S. Marr." 28. 

G: © 
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" ingof them in the twinckling of aneye by 
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That the Angel of God rolled it back from 
the door of the Sepulchre. 

Fourthly I anſwer, That when it is 
faid, Heb. 4. that Jeſus Chriſt penetrated 
the Heavens, we muſt underſtand it im- 
properly, in the ſame mannerss iris com- 
monly ſaid that an Arrow penetrates the 
Air; that is, the Air gives way to the 
Arrow 'that paſſeth through rhe Air; and 
ſd Jeſus Chriſt penetrated rhe Heavens, 
becauſe the Heavens gave way to his Bo- 

dy, and not that rhe Heavens and his Bo- 

dy were in one and the ſame place. 

15. All the Romſb DoCtors agree with 
us, that moda] accidents (which are no- 
thing elſe” bur the. manners of the being 
of ſubſtarices, as Attion, Paſſion, Relati- 
on, Figure, &c.) cannot be without aſub- 
X&, no not by the power of Gad him- 
ſe1f. But all the Objections by which they 
endeavour to prove that the accidents| 

- of the Bread and Wine may exiſt with-| ; 
out a'ſubject, (that is, withour cheir ſubs| | 
france) do prove the ſame thing of mo x 
dal accidents too, So that I ſhall nor ſtay] | 
now. to--repeat thoſe Objections: with « 


their anſwers, which are ſer down at k 
large in my diſpute about the Euchariſt. | 1 
yy | Ro 
"—_— Objettion| 
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I- . 16; The fifth: Obje@ion is drawn from 
e | 2fal.'s, in theft words; From the riſin 
e | of t#he' San unto the going dowh of the ſame, 
d | my naibe;ſball be great amony the Gentiles; 
3, | and in wvery place: ſpall they offer inicorſe to 
o- | iny{nant } and's new avid prre' offering : 
0- | where by this new and pure"offering, noe 
thing ican be underſtood: but the Sacrifice 
th | of the Maſs; becauſe by this offering we 
o- | cannot underſtand Prayers, Alms, Con- 
ng | trition of heart, and other good works, 
ti- | which are ſometimes'in-Scripture called 
1b-} Oblations and Sacrifices: For the Prophet 
m- Malachi promiſeth a new offering ; But 
ey | Prayfers, Alms ; and other good works 
nts | Were eomimonamongſt the Jews; and be- 
th-| fides;'rhey/of the Reformed Charch d 
ub-| believe thar all the ations of the faichfu 
n04 are polluted, and the Prophet ſpeaks of a 
tay] pure and clean offering. Again, ' By this 
fird] offerinÞ which 22z1ach; ſpeaks of, cannot 
i at] Be*mYErfood'Liinbs , Bulls, and ſuch 
Ike Anithals, which were wont to be 
facrificed” in Solomon's Tetnple;* becaufe 
Hom _ the 
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the Prophet promiſeth/ that it ſhall be 3 
offered in every place, even amongſt the 
Heathen. La}by y,By4his offering cannot 
be underſtood the bloody Sacrifice which 
Jeſus Chriſt offered on the Croſs, becauſe 
that bloody ' Sacrifice was offetec but 
once upon mount -Galvary, in '7#dga , rid 
the Prophet. ſpeaks. of am gblation thac 
ſhall. be; offeredin every.phace;»Theres | 
fore by. this offerivg.muſt. be-uoderſtood | 

' the Sacrifice: of the. Body:.2nd, Blood of 

Chriſt, under-the-ſpecies-of the Bread ahd 
Wine, which- is nothirg; ;UEn 'bup the | 
Mats, P33 4 a>: o2:oivt nth 
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I7. To thisI EB Firk, That ioabe 
offering whereof Adalachiſpeakss myſt 
Þe underſtood, that ſpiryrual, Wgrfhip.and 

ervice which Believers: ſhould: perform 
unto. Yod under the: New 'Teſtamengs,, | 
which is :compriſed- in that Sacrifice 
which the ok ro. God bofÞ-0 of. heir, 
perſons. an Fligiove, aQipngs ;,and 4hgs 18 
the reaſon why Paul, Rom, J2. ſpeaks 
thus, ./ beſ, 166% EN therefore Hretbren, by 
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ths pore hc God thas WW refe nt Jour bo= 
at's a hbing'S ac rifite, Þ "= rxble a= 
fo? God} CER op rea [07 e ſervice. 
AAd Tha a3" 'SE fy e Fane of Fe pub that 
was grven' an of God, he faith,” ir 2 pi- 
Ven Fay that he'{Þon ta: b: Mnifter of feſus 
Chriſt Yo the Oz 7iles, AY: the vofpel 
'sf 1/"God, th 4b 406% ing. i p bf che G; eutiles 
ig WF acBiÞreble] > berg Tarenfird rhe 
HoGhef Whence it IPpears, *hat.by this 
obfitibn wheteoT/{1laths (peaks, we muſt 
not-underfiend theofferihg: vf Chris bo? 
dy / 8nd” blood under' the” accidenits: of 
Bred intÞWits, but rhe offefing vp: of 
the-petſons'ahd tehgiots aro of thyfe 
Aarhoſubebrovyht Frito Ghd by the 
reaching of the Golpe), "and particular- 

y the Gonthes, #104} 74 
! 18) Secoridly* 21- vbſver. "That ih the 


the Wis 9-4" 19h ab hol" 65 BY 
fourid? ! bift OT cl? Wig! k&@th 

2"Yite wy # 7offeritlg nd beet ifo fs rn 
Feet] ſuysrhat” > hfI8@ may: bed! ro be 
he w, when being ſpoiled nd HUE 
they Arr RIIA Tha (ot xa! , 
But KtiEſtriqcs* VIGO HHH 
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. under the Goſpel, ſo that all things were 
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made new; a new Time, v:z, the time 
of the preaching of the Goſhel z . anew 
People, viz. the Chriſtian People 3 anew 
place, viz. all parts of the World , and 
not at fersſalem only ; anew Prayer, Vike 
the Lord's Prayer ; new Sacraments, v4. 
pri afd the Lord's Supper ; and new 
reaching, viz. the preaching of ſalvath- 
pn by:Jeſas Chriſt. - -- 
19. Thirdly I anſwer, that the oblatjon 
which is oftered unto God under che Goſ- 
pel,, is pure and clean ;. the ſervice-which 
is _ d tg him, according to his 
Word, is pure; the,preaching-of the:Goſ- 
be is pure. Ina word, the Chriſtian Re- 
Lgion is pure, though there be many fail- 
ings in thoſe that profeſs it: And although 
e Fajthfp] thar preſent their. bodies a 
Iiving, Sacrifice, Holy acceptable trg/God, 
be campaſied about with many; iofirmi- 
ries, 20d that. chejir Religious aQions be 
accompanied; with divers . failings , yet 
their perſons, and works, may; be fajd tp | 
be. pure. and clean: in Jeſus Chriſt , in 
hs name they arp. prefeared-to-Godzſo 
alchoogh.chey-canmpt of themElres 


De 
God; ; 


ofChriſt they are repuiad boly b 
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God ; For it .is theſe St. Peter ſpeaks of © * 
in Epiſt, 1. chap. 2. who, as living ſtones, * 
are eh up a ſpiritual houſe, a holy Prieſt=' 
hood, to offer up ſpiritual Sacrifices, accept= 
able to God by Feſus Chriſt. And ſo our Sa» 
crifices are a pure and clean offering, but 
it is through Jeſus Chriſt, who covers 
them with his purity and holinefs, ſo,that-, 
the defects of them-are not-imputedco;, 
vs. To this I add, That beſides the per- 
fe purity which we bave by the impu+ 
ration of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, we have 
alſo a purity begun by the Holy Ghoſt; 
of which St Pax! ſpeaks, Rom. 15. iD 
theſe words, that the offering of the Gen» 
' tiles might be acceptable, being ſarftified by + 
the Holy Ghoſt: for that which God hath 
decreed, Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed, and 
the Holy Ghoſt hath begun, is reputed 
by God perfect and icomplear.' And St. 
Paul ſhews clearly the truth of whar 
hath been ſaid. 1 7:m..2.8. in theſe words, - 
1 will that men pray every where, lifting up 
holy hands , without wrath and doubting. 
And Epheſ.5. Feſus Chriſt loved the Church, 
and gave bimſelf for it, that he might $auc- - 
tific and cleauſe it with the waſhmg of wa- 
ter by the Word, that he might: preſent itto- 
himſelf, a glorions Chnrch,)net having ſpat 
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*- or wrinckle, or any ſuch thing, but that it 
ſhoald be holy and without bl:wiſfh, 


Objetion 6, 


20. The fxrh Objetion is drawn from 
Gen. 14. in theſe' words': 4nd Aelchiſe- 
acc King of Salem, bringing forth Bread and 
Wine ( for he was a'Prieſt) bleſſed him. 
And' from P/al. 1ro, and from Heb. 7. 
where it is faid, Thon art 4 Prieſt for ever 
ajte? the order of Melchifedec.From which 
words'our Adverſaries argue thus, Firft, 
'They -fay' chat Jeſus Chriſt-is a-Prieſt , 
not after the' Order of Aaron, but after 
the order of Melchiſedecz the difference 
berween Aaron and Melchiſedes confiſt- 

- ing in this, viz, that Aaron and the other 
Levitical Prieſts offered btoody Sacrift- 
ces, killing and ſhedding the blood of 
Beaſts, which they -Sacrificed to God, as 
a Sign and Figure of rhe bloody Sacrifice 
of Feſus Chriſt on the Crofs. But Melch:- 
ſed:c offered an unbloody Sacrifice, for 

, when he-went to meer Abraham: return- 
ing from the flaughter of the Kings, he 

offered to God. Bread'and Wine. And fee- 


ing 
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viz. hi ots and bl & under the ſpeci- 
&s/ of Bread pn Wes which he did at 
the'inſtiruripn und; cHlebrazi 100-of the Sas 
eramencyf opt; vt fo the rea- 
Mey of-the'yh ed mighs anſwer 
hole: MINS 3nd Types. Yecyhdly , 
That although! Pckbrſtaee had brought 
 al> this Bread/afiÞ Wine” for-the refreſh- 
ment of Abraham and his Army that're- 
*litned-from "the flaghcer of the Kings, 
Fer” he firſt” offered ir't> Vod ; 'and then 
Wyo it to them, that ſo-chey might par- 
13k&0f the ſacrifice ofBread and Wine:And 
hv feaſon of this is;becav{e the Seriprure 
fi thar465r hams reterned frotn theBar- 
Heh great ſpoils; among-which there 
awds) meat ar] drink efnodogh for the re- 
freſtiment of himſelf and his/People: © 
At-ſaith expreſly that Abraham's People 
had taktn ſuch refreſhment as was ne- 
-ceſſary before Melchiſedec metthem;and 
.conſEquently- they hid no: need: of-rhe 
Bread arid Wine which he brovghr; &x- 
.cept'it had been ro partake ofthe Saeri- 
fice of the Bread and Wine which he of- 
| G 5 fered. 
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was, Brj of the 0a. 
 ſhews- 9.7 "realon. . 
"brought Bread a Wine, 0215200 Ke pb 
an oblation or offering of. it xoGod,z for 


if be, had -brgught. this. Bread. and Wine 
F for the refrelWmeng, of . Atrayam, and his L 
j. People, the Scripture would have «4 
| that, he, had brough| this Bread.and | 
' becauſe that Abraham and his Army be- 
ing faint and-tired, bad need of meat ang 
drink z, but it ſpeaks. nothing: of this ;-On: 
the- contrary. -it, faich. that he brought 
Bread and Wine "far be wai Prieft;, Fourth» 
ly; They. fay-that Ze Chrif cis 4 BrieÞ 
fox ever; after the order of Melebiſedte Y 
and: ſceing there can.be. no Prieſt-with- 
out;a,Sacrifice,, there can be oe; eternal 
Prieſt, without an-eternal -or- perpetual 
Sacrifice, Bag. the. Sacrifice. of the, Graſs 
was offered; bus once,and.cannot-bereite- 
rated,zfor Yeſus Chriſt dieth no. more, Rom. ' 
6.. Therefore: there, muſt þe another per- 
petual Sacrifice in the Church, which Je- 
{ys:Chriſt offererh.by the hands of Prieſts, 
which-can he nothing. ele bpc.the Sacri- Þ 
ee of: the Maſs, vz.. the Sacrifice of - 
Ehriſt's-Body- and. Blood under. the {per 
ClES: 


Or the Maſs dead ant buried. 14% . 
cies of the Bread and Wine, typified by - 
the Sacrifice of the Bread and - Wane * 
Melcthiſedec, | YE 


Anſwer. 


21. To this I anſwer ; Firſt, That the. 
Hebrew word doth not ſignifie bringing 
but browght, drew out , cauſed to be 
brought, &c. but our Adverſaries falfifie - 
the Text thus, to make way for another 
falſification, viz, to. put theſe words in - 
a Parentheſis, (for he was Prizſt;) inftead.. 
of putting without' a Parentheſis , a4 
he was a Prieft ; ſo that. we may fay 
in theſe few words . they have made 
three falſifications ; firſt , "when rhey 
tranſlate It proferegs, that 8 bringing, Its 
ſtead of tranflating it procair ,' that is 
brought; or drew oat : Secondly, when 
they cranſlate ir erat enim Sacerdos, that 
"18, for ht was 4 Prieſt:.in ſtead of tranſlar- 
ing It, 21d he was a Prieft.Thirdly, when 
they trahſſate it bexed:xic' 65, that is, 
bleſſed 111, inſtead of tranſlating it & be= 
nedixit ei, that is and He bl2jſed Lins, And 
fo of three different propoſitions, viz. 
Aeclchifedes alſo brought Bread and Wine; 
and .he was Prieſt, and he bleſſed bi 3 

p 4\ they 
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Et have made-but one, with a-Paren- 
theſis, thus: Melehiſedee bringing Bread 
and Wine (for he was a Prieſt) bleſled 
him. ; 
22, Secondly,. I anſwer that the He- 
brew word uſed by Mſes, ſignifies com- 
monly brought, drew.our, cauſed ta be 
brought, cauſed:to be drawn out, cauſed 
ro come, &c, Bur we muſtnot ſtray from 
the proper ſignification of words but up- 
- on. very great neceflity, which*appears - 
not in this Text,, And although this He- 
brew word ſhould ſignifi brozghr to offer, 
and that it ſhould be taken for offered, 
yet our. Advyerſaries would gain no- 
thing by.it; for it is not.ſaid in the Text 
that he brought Bread and Wine to. offer 
unto God ;, þyt we muſt rather expound 
it thus, viz. that he. brought Bread and . 
. Wine to offer and preſent. it to' Abraham: 
And indeed the following words, viz, 
and bl:ſed him , do clearly ſhew it, for 
the Pronoun Relative him, relates to A- 
Eraham,accarding to the expoſitian of che. 
Apoſtle, Heb. 7. where he faith expreſly 
that -21-Ichiſedec met Abraham and bleſſ- 
ed bim. And little after he ſaith, ; that, - 
L Jdelghiſedee bleſſed him that had the pro 
gp {i-;, aud. that the leſs is bleſſed of the. 
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greater, \But if theſe words, : bg\broug ht | 
Bread, and Wine, maſt-be expounded thus,” 
he. offered Bread and Wine +0 God,*then 
it muſt neceſſarily follow that Melchiſe- 
dec bleſſed God and not 4braham; for 
in theſe words, 2z. he offered Bread and 
Wine.to, God, and blefſed him-,. the Pro- 
noun himz,can relate to; none but God:- 

23, Thirdly, 1 anfiver, That Melehifes 
aec-brought Bread and Wine to Abraham 
to refreſh him and his People, and not t9 
offer pnto Gad, Bellarmine in Book''1, of 
the Maſs, chap.'6.. confeſſerh that ' Adel 
C2iſedec brought Bread and. Wineto 14s 
braham: to refreſh bim and his People;, 
who returned. faint and. tired from the 
ſlaughter of the, Kings... which-is true 
but he.ads that Jefus.Chriſt had offered 
it to God. before, which is: falle,;apd Pd Caf; 
not be proved. Iromiin bs Epiltle!t9, & 
vatrius writes that the Jews NETEY 
it. that elchiſedec meeting Abrabam.aty 
rer his v ictory, brought Bread, and. Wine 
to refreſh him and bis People, Joſeph 
writing this Hiſtory, ſaich ehag, Afeigprſer 
dec preſented Bread and” Wige. to Abrgs 
ham to refreth him and his. Army. ; Da- 
aſcene, Bock og, of the Orthodox Faith , 
ſaith, that. Meh iſcaes priedreniom 
With Bread and Wine. 24. 


$ 744 The Funeral 'of the Maſt, 
** 24." Fourtfily, The Reaſons of onr-Ad- 
verlaries;,/ mefiriontd tin the ObjeRions . / 
to'prove that 2e/chrxiſer brought Bread 
and” Wine 'to Abraham- that he might 
partake of the Sacrifice which he had of- 
ered, are not-conhiderable ; viz. becauſe 
Abraham returned from the Battle 'with-.. 
great ' ſpoils and ſo ' there ' was' meet 
and drink -enough for him and his Peo- 
ple; and thar they had: taken their 
repaſt before Melchifedec' met them ,. 
Ge. (Theſe Reaſons , Lay; are incon- 
fiderable',” becauſe althongh - Abrahar 
had $reat ſpoils, -yet he'reſtored all ro 
the King of Sodom, and thonglrhis Peo- 
ple had eaten and drank of ſuch-as they 
found amongſt -the 'ſpoils, yet it is not 
fatd2that Abraham did eat and drink ; and 
though both he and' His People had, cat- 
en-and Urank, yet it"is'nor ſaid How'long 
wes Tince,” and that they hal no'need- 
of more proviſion ; and though they had - 
no need of ' more, yet Melchiſedec not 
knowing that'rhey had eaten and'drank, | 
di rhat' which 'prodeft men are-wont to 
ab; provide all thar maybe needfiil 
I® caſe of neceſſity. "ONE | 
: *>5. Fifthly, 1 afiſwer, that the ptinci- 
pat 'reafon-whtich bur! Adyerfarics, bring 
, Ang PEG oo ke kQ . 
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is:a-manifeſt falſificarion ; for; it is-in the | 
Hebrew Text; and be was: Prieſt. "AOL | 
the: old Latrine Interpreter,and the Greek: 
Septuagint tranſfate.it as we:doy 191, and || 
be yas./Prieft. . And_ it: tis yery; probable -: | 
that-rhis pallage hath [beer corrupred n+. 
taraxi Eatine Tranſlation, becauſ& in Þig--.. 
ebrew Queſtions,” 'and int his "I; 
Evagrin, he rravflateg+iv, . wy ws. 
Prid/6@ St; Epprian-inihis Ept 
tizs, and St, Ani Roh EY F 
an, Doftrine, 'chapi 1%; and Toy 
tranſlate it; andtbe was Prieft. $0, that 
although the Hebrew patticle--uſediBy | 
Moſes, do: fametimes ighifie, Jorsyer...; tf 
ſeeing. that both its proper and: conimon- 
Ggnification is! a#d ; 'and; for--that one. ©: 
| place where-.it ſignifies for, there area. 
thouſand at leaſt where-it fighifies' and ;- 
and 'thar there: js nothing that obligerh 
us'to trarflate it ſor, it is evident that-: - 
the | Argument” of 'our Adverſaries” is of - 
no-forte at-all. Fherefore it is/more.per- 
rinent- to refer theſe words; and be was: 
Prieſt, to what follows, vizz and bleſſ- 
cd him, than.to what goes before; vis. 
1 | *+ brought 
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chrowgbe. Bread audHW3ns. 'Fovids Melthiſe- 
Jar, doing a liberabKiog,þb Bread 
= Wioezo Abrahams, to refreſhYimiand 
bis peaplei;: fo, as he-was: a/Prieft macti 
-more excellepr than Avraham; hebleſied 
him; Add 'thopgh: it: ſhouldi be.tranſtat- 
ed forohe, was: Bricjhy; .yer ir would! not 
Follow that r Adcleviſegec . tid: Sacrifice 
read; and, Wine wnta (Gog;for ir:imigtt 
-be -ſaid that Moſes would ew! therreas 
Jon! of -the good 'will of Afekchifeder tos 
ward, dþraham; wiz. it wag-very: fic 
that he that was: Pricftofthe moſt \bigh 
God, ſhould! teftibe this kindocſs:to''ſd 
emigent a ſervant: of: God as Was Aras 
;baw, hy preſenting Bread:and Wine to 
hich; whereof he thoughtthere was' need, 
15726 Sixythly, I anſwer, That from whac 
+s:Gid;> Plat. : 1:12: and Heb: 7.(0iz,that 
-Feſus; Ghriſt is. a;Prielt. for ever; irngill 
not. follow that be maſt offer: him(atfiex 
yery- day.\in the Ma(s, under the:ſpecks 
of Bread and Wine, by the Minilſtry-of 
Pricſts;;, for the Apoſtle writing tothe 
 Heprews,; placeth; the. perpetuny:/of ulie 
Priefthqec partlyJin this, viz.:that:obere 
s.nonced, he ſhould be atfered-any more, 
ſeeing by one oblation. he hath conſecrat- 
£9, for ever, thoſe that arc: ſanCtified;. and 


46 partly 


" ” 


Or the Maſs dead ani buried, 149 * 
partly in this, viz. that being exalted far * 


- above the Heavens, tice intereedes contr= 


nually for us;'for the Prieſthood confiſts if 
certain furictipns,and i'the vertue and ef> 
heacy' of them: And feeing there-are two 


- 'parts of Chriſt's Prieſthood, whereof one 


relates to the oblarion of biraſelf, which 
he” offered on: the: Croſsy | and the 0+ 
rher ro his interceſſion;; iris certain; that 
the vertue and efficacy-:of the oblation 
is eternal}, and-that the intercefſion 'will 
continue unto the end of the-World. 7 

27. Seventhly, I anfwer, Thatinall che 
Holy Scripture. where 'the Prieſthgod of 


Melchifedec is (poken of, three things :on-- . 


ly are mentioned of - him; vzz.:that ke 
was a Prieſt, that he was a Prieſt: for- e- 
ver, and that he was fo with-an oath, ac> 
cording: to the Application. that iis;made 
of it-to/ Jeſus 'Ghriſth in P/ul., '136a6d 
Heb. 7. in theſe 1words, Tae org, hath 
ſworn and will mt\ repent} theu #166; Priafh 
for ever', after the order of Melchiſedee; 
but there'is norhing at. all ſpoken of #he 
Sacrifice .of Melchiſepte; ; nor."1s- It fald 
wherein-it did+copfiſt4 for a51t-was fit 
that all the offices whichewe tindsTwery 
born byrthe greateſt ings , Prieſts, and 
Prophets under the; old mer” 
e 


F148. * The Funeral of the Maſs, 

be collected inthe Perfon of Meſſiah 5... 
which - was 'done:'by propofing / them as; 
'Fypes and Figures! of Jeſus Chriſt; and 
thatrbemoſt ilnſtrious: Type'was Mel-, 
chifedec:; fo itt was more expedient. not 
ro ſpeak'oF the nature-of the Sacrifice of - 
Melchifedec, becauſe it was not expedi- 
ent:then-ro ſpeak of the nature of the $a+ 
erifice of the Meſhah. And: therefore al- 
though) we know not- the nature and 
quality of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec , 
yer we know that he was a Prieſt: Eveg 
as we know not in what manner he EXE= 
Tuted his Kingly office. 
28; Laſtly, I anſwer , that it is falſe 
that the difference between the Prieſt- 
hoodt of Melchiſedec and that of Aaron 
did confiſt'in this, viz. that Aaron offer- 
ed the bloody ſacrifices of Beaſts, and 
 Melehiſeites \ offered' an unbloody-Sacri- 
fice> of 'Bread and Wine. It is alfo fulfe 
thar" rhe Hikeneſs' of the: Prieſttiood: of 
Melchifedec ro that of Jeſus Chriſt. doth 
conſiſt this ,- viz. that as Melchiſedec 
did! facrifice: Bread and Wine, ſo Chriſt 
&d facrifice "his Body. and: Blood- under 
tie Tpecies of Bread" and: Wine: theſe are 
himaie inventions; and are: founded: nei- 
ther's on Scripture norReaſon;” for-on the 
| contrary, 


" Or the Haſs deadand Faried. 199 
Sonar > the Apoſtle wil ac ro the- | 
Hebrews, placeth the difference: between: 
the Pricſthood, of Meichifedec ang that of 


| daron , and its likeneſs to that. of Chriſ 


is quite. another thing, Firſt, Hes call 
ed Melghiſedes, which being interprexed 
(as the Apoſtle ſaith, Heb. 7.) is King-of 
Righteouſneſs; and then King of Salem, 
4hþzt is, King of Peace ; and herein he ye- 
Ty well repreſents .our, Lord- Jeſus Chriſt; 
whg is-truly King of Rightequſneſe, ngt 
only ;becauſe- he- 1s Righteous, and was 
Always without fin ; but alſo, becauſe: by 
his fatisfactionhe hath purchaſed Righte- 
ouſneſs for us, being mage unty us 0f God, 
Righteouſneſs, He is allo-wraly King:of 
<6 in that be bach veconciled -men- 


unto. God, made their - peace with - th 


Angels, and hath. particularly recoms 
mended peace. to, them. As for ſqrqy- 
and--orher High Pricſts., they were no 
Kings, much leſs are the Prieſts of the” 
Rewiſh Church ſo, and conſequently can- 
Not ibe..after; the order. of Melb: b 
and they that have. written" the lives of 


the Popes have ſufficiently-dectared-what 
\Righzeouſneſs and Peace xhey haye:pro-- : 


-eured fat; the' true and Falthful ſervants -- 


Þ0 Jeſbs, Chriſt, as: ſhal}:ſhew at:large- 
elle. 
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 Ale#hete: Secondly, The Apoſtle, Heb, 
repreſents Melehiſeds# ro ths as'a'man 4 
'some] from® Heaven, | withow* Par ber,, 
1witheut Afother , avtt dot defeenr , bir) 

Met AY bz ning of dates, nor end of Life: 
ing that/ he 'was really ith a one} but ' 
becauſe” Adoſes hich wholly concealed 
.Fom-us his Father, Mother, Deſcent Bitch 
"@nd Death; thar he might! be the Type | 
dfChriſt! who was without Father ;as he 
-is Man; without Mother asGod;witkout 
*Deſcent both as God and as tman;\ having 
neither beginning of daies as God}; bor 
-ehd of life as God,'or as Man. But the Fa- 
.thers;Deſtenr Birth Death of Aardy, aid 
'Other High: Prieſts are" ExaCtly deſeribed 
by 24oſes. Arid thete were never any Popes, 
Biſhops;'of Prieſts, whoſe'Parents;/ Birth, 
aid Death ; were fot known, and cot 
Fequenthy they: canmot be after vie Of 
-Gef © of Delcufedtt? * Third! y;, "The- As 
polſtle adds; chat We loniſ: dt?' being? Dudes | 
66k9 #nts” he Son of God, "ubraerh a\ Prieſt 

ifon-ever 5 beckule Mor na ke$-no ment 
- How of bi&/Deatly; 'rfor 'of any Yone tit 
KTyrceeded timin his Priemly Office char 


| | #6 h6mightobeoche Type oNJeGsChrift, 


Who neveriteſt his' Ppieitly [Office 327but 
will exerciſe ituntil che end of the World, 
"Eee always 


I 4 


] pave merci for © age thats 
* 4 by prefenting::his) $agribce. God Bi 
' 4 kaber \cpnging . 4nd ſer tvarett anth 0+: Tth 
'* F they are-toady Antbortibad /!; 
7 taccetiors.. Andi the Papes ,"Biſbdpa, IG 
Prieſts, die daily, andbave ſucceſlorsand* + 
conſequently are' not after the order of. _ © 
Sale deye Fourthlyz: The, Apoſtle faigh _ * 
wile, that els took! Tirhegot | 
abar., 1 yd, pdda' that: selebifedte: > 
dleſled. him tharbad the Promiſes, iz. = 
Abraham; and that-the. leſs/is bleſſed of 
rhe, greater; f,\Whence -it appears 'that- 
Melchiſedes, having taken Tithes:bf 24=" | 
amid blefſed him, and Levi; and all 
reſts in þis-perſon, was more/excel- 
| ak Ab abam,Leviand all chePriefts* 
ln gbich: reſpect. he was a Type of Jeſus. 
&.whbo was infinitely more;excellent! 
Y {rr his ſpccefiors, becauſe} © 
| 4 Pk al che; promiſes:were fulfils! © 
eds be incomperably more-.exri ©» 
ent. Wee he that received them'only;: - 
4 :; Bur I daq.not. believe that the Prieſts of 
© of the. Romyſb Church, are; {o bold. as to! - 
* | refer themſelves before aAbr. the. 
: Fink r of the Faichful,. in -wbaſe £ ed. all. |; 
; Ne wag of the earth are bleſſed ; ond; 
. conſequently are not after: the: Order of 
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= eek) 'Fikebly, The: © fever ? 

= ſpake of the Sacrifice of Mulchiſedta, Io . 

l far was he from! comparmgit! with! 

+ Sactifirecof Jes Chriſt, a3.beivg Hike Ie, 

® . orwich that '6f Aaron ,ap bribg uniite it; 

» oy all <trat oor (Adverſaries fy ofit/ 

- Isnoching elle boy meer Iam invention, 

; 29." 1 Snclude my anſwer with this'At. | 
gumeit!, Jeſus C Cir hark' offcted 1b $a- 
crifice bur ( after 'the order” whereof t 
wazeſtabliſhed a PHeft:'But' he way eftas 
bliſhed a Prieſt after! the order of Meh 
chiſetlec! only”, 'as the Apoſtle 5bRetves : 
Therefore he tiath offered' no- facrifice 

|» bur after the Otder of Mckbiſeder:; Biit 

_ (&ccording/to:the .#»3ſbDoltors) 

- B'no other Sacrifice after the” Of 
Aelchiſedeg,but that of the top «by 
fore(according ro the RemifoDottors J 
ſus/Chriſt harch-offered no Far 
bar thav of the Maſs:&rd feeitig TIN 

| - ingro'then) che Baerifite bft at 18 

- an unblovdy Sacrifice; ir follows (fit &2 
= © ſus Chrift hath offered no other Sactid | 51 


> fice; bur an anbloody Sacrifice} and ron? 
> Rquently'he hath nor*offered-a bo 
+ Sacrifice 0# the Crois, which is blatph 


